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LETTER FROM THE EDITOR 
Readers, 
For the seventh time, the Gettysburg Historical Journal of Gettysburg College put 
out a call for the submissions to the annual journal, and once again, the Journal 
received a large number of outstanding student compositions on the topic of history. 
This year in particular, the editorial board faced a daunting task in deciding which 
submissions were the best of the best: 
In The Questions of Morality, Ashley Towle, a junior History major, Civil War Era 
Studies and Latin America Studies minor, examines the relationship between the 
United States and Mexico after the assassination of a political opponent of General 
Huerta which eventually leads to the United States United States invasion of Vera 
Cruz. 
In "With Malice Toward None," Drew Carlson, a senior History and Classics 
double-major, and Civil War Era Studies minor, analyzes the Springfield Race Riot 
of 1908 and what this devastating riot meant for a country still feeling the wounds of 
the Civil War. 
In "A Beautiful Dream Realized," junior Brian Matthew Jordan, History major and 
Civil War Era Studies minor, recounts the work done by JohnS. Rice in the planning 
of the 75th Anniversary commemoration of the Battle of Gettysburg. 
Jack Pittenger, a senior History major with a double-minor in Writing and Civil War 
Era Studies, looks at the dehumanizing way the Spanish conquistadors described the 
American Natives in an effort to justify their actions in "What Good Can There Be 
In This Kind of Human?" 
In "Moses in Retirement," Evan Rothera, a junior History and Spanish major and 
Civil War Era Studies minor, turns to the complex motivations surrounding Andrew 
Johnson's decision to run for political office. 
Finally, in Righteousness, Reservation, Remembrance, Brandon Roos, a senior 
History major and Civil War Era Studies minor, turns closer to home by examining 
the struggles surrounding the Adams County Anti-Slavery Society. 
The following essays are just six examples of the wonderful work that is produced 
each year by Gettysburg College students with the help and support of Gettysburg 
College professors. What makes the Gettysburg Historical Journal unique is the 
fact that from conception, submissions, selection and collation, the Journal is 
processed solely through the hands of students. Both the authors of the essays and 
the editorial board devote vast amounts of time and energy making the Journal a 
success. It is my distinct pleasure to present here a true testament to the hard work 
and dedication of the students of Gettysburg College. 
Rachel Burg 
General Editor 
-5-
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THE QUESTION OF MORALITY IN RELATIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES 
AND HUERTA'S GOVERNMENT 
ASHLEY TOWLE 
The presidency of General Victoriano Huerta was one of the darker 
times in the history of the Mexican Revolution. Often described as a ruthless 
dictator, Huerta went to extreme measures to maintain power, even going as far 
as to assassinate those who opposed his rule. Senator Belisario Dominguez was 
one of those men who opposed Huerta's right to the presidency, and was 
assassinated after speaking out against the dictator. The series of events 
following the senator's murder did not just affect Mexico; the repercussions of 
Huerta's actions were felt in Europe and the United States. As a result of 
Huerta's actions, the United States government was less apt to officially 
recognize Huerta's regime in accordance with Woodrow Wilson's moral stance 
on the law of recognition of foreign government. Contemporary American 
newspapers reflected their support for Wilson's moralistic stance against Huerta 
in reporting on Huerta's actions that defied Wilson's standards concerning 
recognition. 
The way Huerta violently seized control of the Mexican government from 
Francisco Madero in February of 1913 caused immediate debate about the 
legitimacy of Huerta's government.1 Henry Lane Wilson, the United States 
ambassador to Mexico, and an ardent supporter of Huerta, drew a corollary 
between the way that Porfirio Diaz was legitimately ousted from office by 
Madero, and Huerta's rise to power. While the State Department and the Charge 
d'affairs, Nelson O'Shaughnessy came to the same conclusion as Ambassador 
Wilson, President Wilson inquired further into the morality of Huerta's accession 
of power.2 
Using the situation in Mexico, Woodrow Wilson attempted to adjust the 
traditional United States law of recognition to include a requirement concerning 
constitutionality and legitimacy. Primarily Wilson was concerned about the 
morality of the government in power.3 On March 12, 1913, Wilson put forth his 
view on the law of recognition stating: 
Just government also rests upon the consent of the governed 
(since) disorder, personal intrigue, and defiance of constitutional 
rights weaken discredit government and ... injure ... the people. 
We can have no sympathy with those who seek to seize 
power of government to advance their own personal 
1 Paul Henderson, "Woodrow Wilson. Victoriano Huerta and the Recognition Issue in Mexico," The Americas, 41 (1984): 159. 
2 1bid. 
3 Ibid., 158. 
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interests or ambitions.4 
The actions of Huerta following the assassination of Senator Belisario 
Dominguez were in direct opposition to Wilson's moral perception of 
government, and insured that the United States would not recognize the 
legitimacy of Huerta's regime. 
Prior to his assassination, Maderista Senator Belisario Dominguez, 
repeatedly made speeches attacking Huerta's legitimacy as president. On 
September 23, 1913, Dominguez addressed the Mexican Senate and asked to read 
a declaration. The Senate was aware of the anti-Huerta sentiment the declaration 
espoused, and therefore did not allow Dominguez to have the floor. Instead, the 
Senate allowed Dominguez's speech to be added to the record. In his speech, 
Dominguez denounced Huerta's brutal tactics in dealing with his opposition and 
chastised his fellow senators as well for enabling Huerta to maintain power, by 
not speaking out against him. Dominguez scathingly criticized both the Senate 
and Huerta in his speech saying: 
Today when you see clearly that this man [Huerta] is a:n 
imposter, inept and wicked, who is rapidly bringing the country 
to ruin, will you for fear of death permit such a man to remain 
in power? What would be said of the crew of a great vessel 
which during the most violent storm in a tempestuous sea 
would appoint as pilot a butcher who has no nautical knowledge ... ?5 
Dominguez was one of the most outspoken members of the Senate and asked 
that the rest of the Senate follow him in demanding the resignation of Huerta as 
vindication for the assassination of Francisco Madero. Through this speech, 
Dominguez aligned himself with the Constitutionalist party, becoming the 
"Mexico City spokesman" for the party. Furthermore, Dominguez echoed the 
sentiments of Wilson's moral law of recognition by stating that the way Huerta 
came to power was not constitutional. However, Dominguez did not stop at 
mere words when attacking the validity of Huerta's presidency.6 
A week after submitting his speech, Dominguez asked the Senate to 
take more direct action by giving him a commission to go to Huerta's office and 
demand his resignation from office. The Senate was not ready to take such 
drastic action against Huerta and denied Dominguez's request. In response, 
Dominguez continued his political tirades against Huerta. Consequently, Huerta 
reacted to Dominguez's accusations as was to be expected. On the morning of 
October 8, 1913, four Mexico City police officers broke into Dominguez's hotel 
room and forced him into an awaiting car. Dominguez was driven to a cemetery 
where a grave was already prepared for him. Dominguez was shot and his body 
was immediately buried.? Huerta's wishes may have been carried out covertly; 
•Ibid., 164. 
s Michael C. Meyer, Huerta: A Political Portrait (Lincoln, University of Nebraska Press, 1972), 137·138. 
'Ibid., 138. 
' Ibid. 
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however, the repercussions to his drastic actions appeared quickly in the 
newspapers. 
In response to the disappearance of Belisario Dominguez, the Senate 
became enraged by Huerta's lack of concern for the disappearance of the Senator, 
and became increasingly concerned for their own safety. The Senate attempted to 
investigate Dominguez's disappearance by passing a resolution demanding that 
the whereabouts of Dominguez be revealed. Until informed of what happened to 
Dominguez, the Senate resolved to remain in session. As was typical of Huerta, 
instead of dealing with the Senate in a diplomatic fashion, he dissolved both 
houses of Congress in order to eliminate the opposition.8 This drastic action 
would be the catalyst to the tensions that developed between Huerta and the 
United States. 
The disappearance of a senator from Mexico may not have made 
international news, however, because Huerta dealt with Congress in such an 
extreme way, his actions made headlines. When Huerta arrested one hundred 
and ten members of the Chamber of Deputies, the events that precipitated the 
dissolution of Congress were also reported. Newspapers reporting on the 
situation in Mexico described the situation as being "acute," "critical," and 
"uneasy."9 This situation was brought on, according to Huerta, as a result of 
Congress usurping its powers and encroaching upon the rights of the Chief 
Executive. Furthermore, Huerta called the Congress one of his worst enemies. He 
accused Congress of taking on the roles of two of the three branches of 
government, that of the legislature and the judicial branch. Newspapers did not 
blatantly point out the irony in Huerta's comment; however, it is clear that they 
saw the hypocrisy in accusing the Congress o~ overstepping its power, and then 
dissolving Congress and taking over its role in the government. Newspapers 
made a point of stating Huerta's reasoning behind his actions, and then showing 
the outcome of what he did,10 
Huerta's dealings with Congress were the antithesis to Wilson's notion 
of a moral government. In taking over the role of the Mexican Congress, Huerta 
seized power from the government for his "own personal interests," to maintain 
power. American newspapers commented on the undemocratic government in 
Mexico, focusing on the ways that Huerta's actions defied the law of recognition 
put forth by Woodrow Wilson. 
The first concern of American newspapers in response to Huerta's actions 
was the status of Mexico City as a result of dissolving one third of the 
government. The Philadelphia Inquirer reported that there had not been any 
uprisings the following day; however, Mexico City was being heavily patrolled 
8 Ibid., 138. 
9 "Huerta Jails 110 Deputies and Becomes Dictator, Situation in Mexico City Becomes Acute," Bellingham (Washington) Herald, 11 
October 1913, 4; "Issues Statement to Various Nations," Dallas Morning News, 12 October 1913, p.l; "Mexican Peace Hope Given Up. 
OHicials in Washington Consider the Situation Most Critical Ever," Grand Forks (North Dakota) Herald, 12 October 1913, 1. 
10 "Huerta Suspends Mexican Congress, Proclamation Made after Arrest of 110 Members Who Sent President Warning/' Fort Worth 
Star Telegram 11 October 1913, 3. 
"Huerta Dissolves Congress After Arrests of Members/' Dallas Morning News, 12 October 1913, 1. 
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by troops. Huerta also had rapid firing guns placed in the interior courts of the 
Presidential palace, along with a large quantity of ammunition. The Inquirer also 
made a point of identifying the guns as the same ones that Huerta used in 
February, alluding to the Decena Tragica, in which Huerta forcefully took 
Francisco Madero out of power. In mentioning this event, the Inquirer reminded 
its readers of the harsh way that Huerta dealt with his opposition, and showed 
the contrast of Huerta's politics to those of the United States. The policed streets, 
and build up of arms undoubtedly would make American readers hesitant to 
support someone labeled as a dictator who maintained power through violent 
action. This point was reinforced further when the Inquirer summarized 
Dominguez's September 23, 1913 declaration against Huerta by saying: 
He [Dominguez] declared that not only had nothing been 
done during Huerta's regime toward the pacification of the 
country, but that the present situation in the republic was 
infinitely worse than before. He said the currency of Mexico 
had depreciated, fields had been neglected, towns razed and that 
this situation was due first and foremost to the fact that the 
Mexican people could not resign themsel~es to be governed 
by Huerta.11 
In referencing these points in Dominguez's speech, the Inquirer had its readers in 
mind. Of course, American investors would be interested in the economic status 
of Mexico, especially readers in an influential city of commerce such as 
Philadelphia. In stating that the economy was failing in Mexico, Americans 
would not support Huerta's regime because it was not profitable for investors in 
Mexico. 
Along with showing the economic destitution of Mexico, the Inquirer 
compared the Mexican government to the democratic government of the United 
States. The publication of Dominguez's comment about the people of Mexico 
being governed against their will by a dictator gave Americans an ideological 
reason to denounce Huerta's regime_12 This same point could also be applied to 
Wilson's law of recognition, in which the consent of the people to be governed 
was a primary requirement for legitimacy. A democratic nation would not be apt 
to support an illegitimate president who came to power against the will of the 
people. Therefore, it is understandable, that with the dissolution of Congress, 
one of the primary concerns of Americans was whether the elections taking place 
in late October of 1913 would even transpire. 
The elections of October 26, 1913 were far more important than just to 
Mexico. The issue of Huerta's legitimacy as president was an issue debated by 
the United States and European powers, especially Great Britain. On March 31, 
1913, Great Britain did not wait for the United States and officially recognized 
Huerta's government. Great Britain did not adhere to Wilson's policy of moral 
11 "Huerta Dissolves Congress and is Now Dictator. Mexican President Calls for Election on October 26," Philadelphia Inquirer, 12 
October 1913, 1. 
l2 Ibid. 
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legitimacy, rather their guidelines were based on a "government's promise of 
stability and performance."13 Other European countries soon followed Britain's 
lead, including Germany, Spain, France, Norway, Italy, Japan, Portugal, Belgium, 
China, Argentina, Brazil and Chile.14 Wilson was extremely disappointed over 
Britain's decision. Wilson believed that Britain, would adopt a moral stance 
against Huerta, rather than recognizing with him for self-interests. Wilson 
believed that the reason for Britain's recognition of Huerta stemmed from the 
large investments Britain had in Mexico, especially by oil tycoon Lord 
Cowdray_Is When Wilson voiced his dismay over Britain's decision, Lord Grey 
stated that should Huerta run in the upcoming October elections, he would 
withdraw his recognition policy from Mexico. This agreement was in large part 
due to the tenuous state of the world at the time at the onset of World War I; 
nonetheless, it gave even more importance the October elections.16 
Newspapers such as the Washington Post were not optimistic about the 
ability of Mexico to pull off fair elections, in the days following the break up of 
Congress. Throughout the United States, newspapers were skeptical of whether 
elections in Mexico would even take place. Instead of just focusing on the 
tenuous situation in Mexico, newspapers began to focus their attention primarily 
on the way that Washington reacted to the situation. As the Washington Post 
reported 
Now, however, President Wilson has made it clear that the 
Washington government had with the events of the last few days-
the imprisonment of the deputies and the establishment of a 
dictatorship by Huerta- lost all hope of seeing a constitutional 
election held by the Huerta regimeY 
As a proponent of a moral government, the dissolution of Congress was one 
more reason for Wilson not to support the Mexican dictator. The Fort Worth Star 
Telegram echoed Wilson's moral law of recognition by stating that the suspension 
of Congress was "not only a violation of constitutional guarantees, but destroys 
all possibility of a free and fair election ... and that the result therefore could not 
be regarded as representing the will of the people."18 Again, Wilson's moral law 
of recognition appears in the newspaper. As the Fort Worth Star Telegram states, 
the United States could not recognize Huerta, even after elections were held. If 
Huerta could disband a governmental body and assassinate politicians, Mexicans 
would not be apt to voice their true opinions concerning Huerta, for fear of their 
safety. Therefore, any election held after these drastic events would not 
13 Henderson, "Wilson, Huerta," 164. 
14 lbid., 165. 
ts Ibid., 167. 
16 1bid. 
17 "Wilson Will Not Recognize Mexican Election. Negotiations to Cease, Foreign Minister Moheno Calls U.S. Note "Intemperate," 
Prepares Replies to Communication From Washington Inquiring Into Safety of Imprisoned Deputies," Washington Post 15 October 
1913,1. 
ts "Foreign Consuls Will Confer on Huerta's Decree Meeting of Diplomats Called by Spanish Minister," Fort Worth Star Telegram, 15 
October 1913, I. 
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accurately depict the will of the people. Wilson understood this concept, and 
voiced his disapproval at the convening of a new congress. 
Tension between Mexico and the United States continued to escalate as 
Wilson took a steadfast stance against Huerta's actions. The United States 
threatened to cut off further communication with Huerta unless he promised he 
would not allow a new congress to convene. One of the primary reasons for 
Washington's adamant stance against the convening of a new congress was that, 
as the Post pointed out, it would give an "air of legality to Huerta's 
government."19 The Post also stated, "Not since the recent revolutions began has 
the feeling in the Mexican capital been so tense as it was today."20 The Post 
accurately summed up the feeling of not only Mexico, but also the relationship 
between the Mexican government and the United States at that moment. At this 
point, the United States was waiting for Huerta to explain what his next action 
would be. Furthermore, they were waiting to see what the outcome of the 
October election would be. Not since Decena Tn1gica, had the debate of the 
legitimacy of Huerta's government been so pronounced. 
The controversy surrounding the recognition of Huerta's government 
again became an issue only days after Huerta dissolved Congress. According to 
the Dallas Morning News, "It is reported that Great Britain is prepared at the first 
opportunity to repudiate the recognition and that failure of the Huerta 
Administration to hold a constitutional election on Oct. 26 probably would be 
held as sufficient cause."21 In an article the following day the Dallas Morning 
News voiced it support for not recognizing Huerta's government, "Huerta's 
course seems to be nearing the end. President Wilson's refusal to recognize the 
Huerta Government at the time England did so is abundantly vindicated."22 
Clearly, the reports of Huerta's means of dealing with political opposition were 
frowned upon not only by President Wilson, as a result of his moral stance on 
government, but by American citizens as well. This article is especially 
meaningful as this newspaper was published nearby Mexico, and therefore was 
strongly interested in the happenings of its neighbor. Through this article, the 
Dallas Morning News affirmed its agreement with Wilson's moral law of 
recognition, and showed that to some degree Wilson's attempt to add morality to 
the law was successful. 
Victoriano Huerta's uncooperative attitude toward the United States 
added to the conflict between the two leaders, and during the days preceding the 
elections Huerta's attitude gained Wilson support for his law of recognition. 
Chairman Bacon of the United States Senate Foreign Relations Committee voiced 
his approval for Wilson's stance as well. 
He [Bacon] declared that while the United States always 
19 
"Deputies Release of Mexican Law Makers on Writs Refused. Army May Tum on Huerta Outward Calm in Capital, Though 
Troops Patrol Streets. Secretary Bryan Hastens his Return to Washington Because of Developments," Washington Post, 13 October 
1913, 1. 
20 lbid. 
21 "Great Britain to Reverse Action?" Dallas Morning News, 14 October 1913, 1. 
22 "U.S. Will Not Recognize Elections Under Huerta as Legal," Dallas Morning News, 15 October 1913, 1. 
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would like to have the approval of foreign governments in 
its policy toward Mexico and would always listen to 
suggestions, nevertheless this government would never yield 
its views because it had broader and more important 
moral considerations at hand in dealing with the Mexican problem 
than merely material interests.23 
In this report, the ideological reasoning behind not supporting Huerta is evident, 
as well as the anger that Americans felt when their ally, England, betrayed them 
by recognizing Huerta. Through this statement, the United States is perceived as 
not being selfish like the British were by recognizing a dictator for monetary 
gain; rather, the United States adhered to its democratic morals. The reasoning 
for not recognizing Huerta's government became abundantly clear as election 
day approached, and Huerta showed no sign of prohibiting the election from 
taking place. 
As October 26 approached, rumors of Huerta perhaps relinquishing 
control of the government began to circulate in American newspapers, however 
this claim was immediately disproved. For a moment, it seemed as though the 
conflict between the United States would be resolved, however on October 19th, 
Huerta dispelled the rumor. Huerta stated "when I resign it will be to seek a 
resting place six feet in the soil. When I flee the capital it will be to shoulder a 
rifle and take my place in the ranks to fight the rebels."24 Even though 
Carrancista rebels in the north made it abundantly clear that Mexican citizens 
were not supportive of Huerta's regime, Huerta blatantly showed that he was 
not ready to relinquish power, and that even though the United States may not 
recognize his legitimacy as president, he would not vacate his position. After this 
remote chance of a solution was crushed, United States papers continued to wait 
for October 26 to see what would occur on election day. 
While both countries waited for the outcome, Henry Lane Wilson 
attempted to vindicate his support for Huerta, and newspapers across the 
country reported his stance. In his speech, Ambassador Wilson declared that 
Huerta was a legitimate president and that his government was "just as legal as 
the Government of Roosevelt when he succeeded to the Presidency after the 
assassination of President McKinley." Furthermore, he urged President Wilson to 
recognize Huerta, stating that President Wilson could do so and "still save his 
face as he has been trying to do so ever since." This obviously was an allusion to 
Europe recognizing Huerta, and the United States maintaining its stance against 
the dictator. Wilson warned that if Huerta's presidency was not recognized and 
Huerta was removed from power, Mexico would be in a state of anarchy, and the 
United States would be forced to enter Mexico to police the country.25 Huerta 
responded to Ambassador Wilson's supporting of his presidency by saying he 
23 "Intervention in Mexico Close Say Capital Reports," Fort Worth Star Telegram, 24 October 1913, 1. 
24 "Huerta Will Not Resign Post as Mexican Ruler. Only Death Will Force Him Out, Declares Dictator/' Philadelphia Inquirer, 19 
October 1913, 1. 
2s "Upholds Huerta Government," Dallas Morning News, 19 October 1913,4. 
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was pleased with Wilson's efforts at attempting to correct the "erroneous 
impressions held by the Administration officials at Washington."26 With election 
day nearing those with interests in Mexico, like Henry Lane Wilson attempted to 
gain support for Huerta. The situation at that point was extremely tense, as no 
one was certain how Huerta would act during the elections, and how President 
Wilson would react to the outcome of October 26. 
October 26, 1913 came and went without any word on who had won the 
election. Newspapers in American had expected the result of the Mexican 
election to take time to deliver. As early as October 27, however, newspapers 
were already discussing the failure of the election. Newspapers reported that 
although Huerta had refused to run for president, he was still receiving a 
majority of the votes. In Vera Cruz, Huerta supposedly obtained 1500 of the 2000 
ballots cast.27 Voter turnout was low in Mexico, most likely due to the fear that 
citizens had of voting against Huerta . As a result of no clear winner being 
elected, Huerta declared the election to be illegal, and therefore was able to 
maintain power as president.28 The conflict that Huerta's stay in power created 
was exemplified in the articles appearing after the report of Mexico's illegal 
election. Underneath the election report in the Fort Worth Star Telegram, there was 
a brief mention of the German cruiser, Nuremberg, arriving in Mexico, reported to 
stay "during the disturbances" in Mexico. Evidently, foreign countries wanted to 
ensure that their interests would be looked after during this tumultuous period. 
Furthermore, the illegal elections were used to state once more that the United 
States was justified in not recognizing Huerta, as his presidency was not 
legitimate, and after the unconstitutional elections, still was not.29 The reports of 
election day encompass the themes of this turbulent time, reporting on the 
vindication of the Wilson's moral policy, tensions between foreign countries, and 
the illegal presidency of Huerta. The repercussions of the election would 
continue to follow this pattern. 
In response to the failure of the elections, Wilson responded by sending a 
memorandum to Huerta that he must relinquish power. This demand was 
ultimately rejected by Huerta, who stated he would reject all American proposals 
and seat the newly elected congress, giving an "air of legitimacy" to his 
presidency. Newspapers began offering solutions to the situation, even 
prophetically stating that Wilson should lend moral support to the 
Constitutionalist movement.30 United States warships were also reported to have 
been ordered to remain at their positions in Vera Cruz. Clearly, with the failure 
of the elections, and Huerta's decision to be uncooperative with the United 
States, tensions between the two countries had come to a breaking point. As 
congressman Horace Vaughan commented "Unless Huerta complies with 
demands of the United States there will be war with Mexico ... we are fully 
26 "Free Election in Mexico Decried." PIJiladelpltia Inquirer, 20 October 1913, 2 
21 "Huerta Elected President Though He isn't Candidate," Fort Worth Star Telegram, 27 October 1913, 1. 
28Jbid, 
"Ibid. 
30 "Huerta Decides to Decline All Demands By U.S.," Fort Worth Star Telegram, 16 November 1913, 1. 
-14. 
prepared for an emergency. I don't believe any foreign power will join hands 
with Mexico against the United States ... but should other nations join, the United 
States is amply prepared to protect its own interests."31 Although confrontation 
did not come in a formal declaration of war from the United States, the invasion 
of Vera Cruz six months later by the United States was the culmination of Huerta 
and Wilson's standoff in October. 
The assassination of Senator Belisario Dominguez was not important 
enough for American newspapers to report on alone. Victoriano Huerta's actions 
in response to an enraged Senate however, warranted the attention of the United 
States. Huerta's disbanding of the Mexican Congress was yet another illegal 
action and usurpation of power. This event gave credence to Woodrow Wilson's 
policy of no recognition of the Mexican government. Huerta's actions were in 
direct opposition to Wilson's moral law of recognition, and therefore exacerbated 
the tension between the two nations as Huerta' s actions ensured the Wilson 
would not recognize Huerta as a legitimate president. Throughout the United 
States, newspapers supported Wilson's decision to denounce Huerta by 
commenting on Huerta's illegitimacy as a result of not having the consent of the 
people, and usurping the power of the legislature. When the rv.rexican elec.ti~ns 
proved to yield no change in the situation, it was evident that W1lson was w1llmg 
to take the next step in ensuring that Huerta did not sustain power. The events of 
October 1913 would be one of the primary factors in the United States invasion of 
Vera Cruz six months later, as the conflict between Mexico and the United States 
escalated to such an extent that force was the only means left to depose Huerta 
from power. 
31 Ibid. 
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"WITH MALICE TOWARD NONE": THE SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS RACE RIOT 
OF1908 
ANDREW CARLSON 
On Saturday, March 4th, 1865, a tall man with dark, tussled hair and a 
beard, dressed in a large great coat with top hat removed, stood on the portico of 
the Capitol Building in Washington D.C., addressing the large crowd that had 
gathered to hear him speak. These civilians crowded near to the balcony, not 
only to hear the speaker but also to fend off the cold, leftover from the rain of the 
preceding weeks. After briefly discussing the issues of civil war and slavery, he 
appealed to the Almighty for assistance and closed with these now familiar lines: 
"With malice toward none, with charity for all, with firmness in the right as God 
gives us to see the right, let us strive on to finish the work we are in, to bind up 
the nation's wounds ... to do all which may achieve and cherish a just and 
lasting peace among ourselves and with all nations."1 In 1908, forty-three years 
later, Lincoln would have been pleased that North and South had reconciled one 
another, re-fused the weakened bonds of Union, and taken the meaning of his 
speech to heart. However, not all was well in the state of Illinois. In Springfield, 
the birthplace of emancipation, shouts of "Lincoln freed you, now we'll show 
you where you belong," rang throughout the streets in the summer air, clearly 
demonstrating that "with malice toward none and charity for all," applied only 
to those who belonged to Lincoln's race.2 
The riot from which the aforementioned quotation is drawn is 
important because it demonstrates that the old existing notion-that racial 
prejudice and conflict existed predominantly in the South-was false, even 
before the now famous example in Detroit analyzed by Kevin Boyle. Not 
surprisingly, the conflagration that erupted in Springfield was not the first race 
riot that occurred in the North. As Roberta Senechal aptly states, "Numerous 
anti-black riots occurred in the first half of the nineteenth century, and between 
1900 and 1908, they disrupted cities like New York, New York and Springfield, 
Ohio, as well as Evansville and Greensburg, Indiana."3 In addition to these, 
there were also a large number of race riots in the South, most notably those at 
Wilmington, North Carolina in 1898 and Atlanta, Georgia in 1906. All of these, 
both North and South, were similar in that they were race riots: 
A type of civil disturbance involving aggressive behavior by whites 
against blacks or by blacks against whites, and characterized by a 
1 Abraham Lincoln, "Second Inaugural Address" (Library of Congress Archives, revised 2002), 
http·ll www.loc.govtcxhibitsltreasuresltrt053.html (accessed October 28, 2007). 
2 Roberta Senechal, The Sociogenesis of a Race Riot: Springfield, Illinois, in 1908 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1990), 2. 
3 Senechal, The Sociogenesis of a Race Riot ... , 2. 
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precipitating incident (usually a seemingly minor event), quickly 
followed by a spontaneous outburst of violence on the part of the 
aggrieved group; which is accompanied by a corresponding loss of 
social control. 4 
Nevertheless, it was the unique location of the Springfield riot which made it 
different, and in many ways more significant than its predecessors. Thus, this 
incident proved to be the 'fire bell in the night' for the strained relationships 
between the races, and established itself as the decisive motivator for the 
formation of a national group which championed civil rights-the National 
Association for the Advancement of Colored People. Before it is possible to 
discuss and grasp the importance of this riot, it is first useful to examine the 
character of race relations in the United States during the late nineteenth and 
early twentieth centuries. Without an understanding of the preceding period, it 
is impossible to understand how such an inaccurate perception of sectional racial 
relations developed within the United States at the dawn of the 20th century. 
In the South, the prospects of blacks realizing new political rights, 
acquired through the bloodiest struggle in the nation's history, vanished with the 
Compromise of 1877. Although the "Corrupt Bargain" was a term coined by 
Andrew Jackson after being politically outmaneuvered in the election of 1824, no 
doubt many blacks could empathize with his attitude when they were similarly 
betrayed by backroom deals which ensured the election of Rutherford B. Hayes 
at their expense.5 Rather than gaining the equality promised them by the 
Thirteenth, Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments, blacks instead were placed 
under a new informal system of subjugation policies termed 'Jim Crow.' Under 
these principles, white Southerners sought to maintain supremacy by preserving 
the United States as a white man's country. An example of this, is evident in one 
of the ideals of the Ku Klux Klan: "We would not rob the colored population of 
their rights, but we demand that they respect the rights of the White Race in 
whose country they are permitted to reside .. .if they do not respect those rights, 
they must be reminded that this is a White Man's country!"6 
Although the Klan is well known for its enforcement of this idea, other 
more discreet forms of subjugation existed and were practiced on a regular basis. 
For example, certain rules of etiquette dictated who could and could not 
converse, eat together, have sex or shake hands.? A breach of some of these 
could even prove to be life threatening, often in the form of lynching, as was the 
case if a nonwhite individual cursed, laughed at, or suggested that a white was 
part of an inferior class.8 The racial lynching of blacks only became common 
after the Civil War because to lose a slave was to lose profit. Yet once they 
became free men and women, it was a different story because lynching provided 
4 Terry Ann Knopf, Rumors, Race and Riots (New Brunswick, NJ: Transaction Books, 1975), 367. 
5 H. W. Brands, Andrew jackson: His Life and Times (New York, NY: Doubleday Press, 2005), 388. 
6 Stetson Kennedy, Jim Crow Guide: The Way It Was (Gainesville, FL: Florida Atlantic University Press, 1959), 27. 
'Ibid, 208-220. 
8 Ibid,217. 
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a "means of fear and control aimed at preventing interracial sexual liaisons 
between black men and white women and at keeping blacks as docile dependent 
laborers."9 When single acts of violence proved incapable of preventing 
nonwhites from gaining power, other more brutal methods were employed. 
Consider the events in Wilmington, North Carolina, in 1898. The city 
held the unique distinction of having a black majority population. As a result, it 
had elected a number of Republicans (both black and white) to positions of 
authority in the city. In order to overthrow those not up for election that year, 
armed whites took to the streets and forced city legislators from office, leaving 
death and destruction in their wake. One witness to the events described the 
Cape Fear River as being "full of black bodies."10 Although the exact number of 
deaths is unknown, the span of estimated dead African-Americans ranges from 
seven to well over three hundred.11 In the city of Atlanta, the dreadful 1906 riot 
was ignited by similar political ambitions. Two opposing candidates, Hoke 
Smith and Clarke Howell, battled for the gubernatorial nomination by playing to 
white racial fears of the time-political and social equality with blacks. Such 
notions were furthered by the yellow journalism in Atlanta, which ran stories 
about sexual assaults on white women by black men. It was only a matter of 
time before hell broke loose, which it did in the form of whites swarming the 
streets and attacking every black in sight.12 By the time the state militia was 
called and order had been restored, twenty-five African-Americans were dead, 
many had been injured, and even more had fled the city.13 
Despite such outrages on humanity, it was approval, not condemnation 
that most often greeted these vigilantes. As Cecelski and Tyson suggest, 
"Southern Democrats had turned white solidarity into a test of manhood and 
honor," at a time when these values were dominant factors pressuring and 
shaping society.14 In turn, this pressure applied to whites in the North as well. 
The desire to reunite the country and maintain white supremacy led to the 
tolerance of violent acts throughout the North, if on a somewhat lesser scale. On 
a comparative level, the lynchings conducted in the United States during the 
period 1882-1951, resulted in the South (former slave states) hanging 3,259 blacks 
and 608 whites, while the North (former Free States) killed 92 blacks and 264 
whites.15 In considering this data, it is important to note that the South had more 
lynchings overall; that the North and South lynchings correspond directly with 
the racial population dispersions of the regions; that many areas of the North 
were still rural and thus justice was subject to mob rule (regardless of race); and 
finally, that the period extends well into the middle of the 20th century which 
9 Dora A pel, Imagery of Lynching: Black Men, Wh ite Women, and tire Mob (New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University Press, 2004), 24. 
10 DavidS. Cecelsk.i and Timothy B. Tyson, Eds., Democracy Betrayed: The Wilmington Race Riot of1898 and Its Legacy (Chapel Hill, NC: 
University of North Carolina Press, 1998), 4. 
ll lbid,S. 
12 Rebecca Bu rns, Rage in the Gate City: The Story of the 1906 Atlan ta Race Riot (Cincinnati, OH: Emmis Books, 2006), 18. 
l3 (bid, 18. 
14 Cecelski and Tyson, Democracy Betrayed ... , 5. 
15 Allen D. Grimshaw, Ed., Racial Violence in tl1e United States (Chicago, IL: Aldine Publishing Company, 1969), 57. 
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slightly skews the data. Nevertheless, Grimshaw highlights that most of the 
lynchings had greatly diminished by the 1920s, in regards to both races. Thus, it 
is obvious that during the late nineteenth and early twentieth century, even the 
North had its fair share of lynchings-but this was not all. 
In Evansville, Indiana, the large influx of black residents after the Civil 
War had raised their number to thirteen percent of the city's total population, yet 
these migrants were forced to endure poor living conditions, second-rate work, 
and racial abuse.16 When a drunken black worker murdered a white patrolman, 
crowds gathered outside the jail demanding that the defendant be released into 
their custody. When local African-Americans banded together and armed 
themselves to prevent this from happening, a fight broke out in the streets of the 
city between armed groups of whites and blacks. The state militia was called 
upon to defend the jail from the citizens, yet when a shot rang out, the soldiers 
returned fire and even more blood was shed. In the aftermath of the riot, twelve 
men were killed and "scores more were injured."17 
This incident in Indiana, as with others in the North, represented the 
"influence of southern culture" brought about by the original migration of 
Southerners to the west.18 This was especially true in the states which 
constituted the Old Northwest Territory-Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin and Illinois. Although this region of the country had been a 
stronghold for Whigs and the birthplace of the Republican party, it was also 
home to the descendants of many once-Southern families . To many Republicans 
of tl1e Civil War years and after, the states of the "southern Northwest," were 
like "parts of slave states transplanted onto free soil."19 So much so, that during 
the conflict between the North and South, Copperheads in southern Illinois (and 
other areas of the West) threatened to secede from the Union.20 Though the Civil 
War had come and gone, many of these roots and sentiments remained. Thus it 
is evident, that throughout the United States (in North as well as South), black 
and white Americans "questioned the relationship between race and order."21 
As they had repeatedly done when political storm douds gathered, Americans 
looked to the heart of the American political world for answers-Washington 
D.C. 
The men who dominated the political scene in the nation's capital 
during this time had grown up and risen to power during the post-Civil War 
years. Much like the president at the time, Theodore Roosevelt, these politicians 
had developed and matured under Victorian values. The Victorian man 
demonstrated strength and courage as well as gentleness and unselfishness-in 
t6 Brian Butler, An Undergrowth of Folly: Public Order, Race Anxiety, and the 1903 Evansville, Indiana Riot (New York, NY: Garland 
Publishing Inc., 2000), 158. 
17 Ibid, 194. 
ts Butler, An Undergrowth of Folly ... , 166. 
t9 Eric Foner, Free Soil, Free Labor, Free Men: The Ideology of the Republican Party Before the Civil War (Oxfo rd, England: Oxford 
University Press, 1970), 49. . . 
20 JenniCer L Weber, Copperheads: The Rise and Fall of Lincolu's Opponents in the North (Oxford, England: Oxford Umvers1ty Press, 
2006), 28. 
21 Butler, An Undergrowth of Folly ... , 207. 
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essence a sort of "moral manliness."22 Coupled with this was the belief that one 
had to demonstrate masculine virility and violence in order to demonstrate one's 
manhood, without which it was likely for one to be dismissed as just another 
effeminate Oscar Wilde.23 Additionally, they were instructed in the tenets of 
Charles Darwin and the social offshoots, which resulted in the belief in superior 
and inferior races. With these notions engrained in them since childhood, it is 
not difficult to believe that white men saw themselves as better than other races 
and accordingly attempted to demonstrate this in their words and deeds. This is 
especially evident in the tendency of white men to be overprotective of their 
women, even going to great lengths to characterize other races, especially blacks, 
as "lust-sodden beasts."24 
The Progressives in Washington were no exception to this trend. These 
reform-minded whites formed a loose coalition from both sides of the aisle, while 
also incorporating those from small factions like the socialists and independents. 
As such, despite their common interest in the regulation of industry, they 
advocated slightly different agendas, making it important to remember that most 
progressives were "pragmatic and moderate, not ideological and radical."25 
However, there were a few radicals like the Southern Progressives, who 
emphasized and strengthened the racial superiority of whites through the 
disenfranchisement and degradation of blacks, which in turn led some critics to 
suggest that the Progressive Era, at least in terms of racial relations, was truly a 
"Regressive Era."26 This is a bit too cynical, and likely the result of historians not 
only applying 21st century values to earlier periods but also extrapolating the 
evidence from a few sources and making sweeping assumptions about a wider 
group. While a seductive trap for historians, such judgments should be made 
sparingly, because as will soon be evident, not all of the leading political figures 
of this time can be categorized as simple, virulent racists. 
President Roosevelt, while a product of the Victorian society in which 
he was raised, nevertheless demonstrated a sense of individuality in regards to 
the question of race. As aforementioned, he like others of his era, was not always 
ideal in his approach and on occasion was a bit of an opportunist, yet in addition 
to Jack Johnson, he was as close to a 'Great Black Hope,' as African-Americans 
had at the time.27 While Booker T. Washington and W. E. B. DuBois proved to be 
dedicated and influential black leaders, it was Roosevelt, through the use of the 
'bully pulpit' who had the ability to influence the nation as a whole through the 
powers and respect granted him as president. 
In 1901, just shortly after coming into office, President Roosevelt invited 
Booker T. Washington to the White House to discuss political appointments in 
22 Gail Bederman, Manliness & Civilization: A Cultural History of Gender and Race in the United States, 1880~1917 (Chicago, IL: University 
of Chicago Press, 1995), 172. 
23Jbid, 175. 
24 David E. Stannard, Honor Killing: Race, Rape, and Clarence Darrow's Spectacular Last Case (New York, NY: Penguin Books, 2005), 212. 
25 David W. Southern, The Progressive Era and Race: Reaction and Reform, 1900-1917 (Wheeling, IL: Harlan Davidson, Inc., 2005), 44. 
26Jbid,47. 
27 Ibid, 113. 
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the South over a meal, at which First Lady Edith Roosevelt, was present. This 
was the first time that such a formal invitation had been extended to a man of 
color (although Frederick Douglass had been to the White House during 
Cleveland's administration), and as such, the president drew a great deal of 
criticism from his opponents. Despite such outrage, Roosevelt commented that 
"I shall have him [Washington] to dine just as often as I please .... " 28 
Furthermore, Roosevelt appointed numerous blacks to political positions (more 
often in the North than in the South), despite a great deal of opposition, 
responding that "I cannot take the position that the door of hope-the door of 
opportunity-is to be shut upon any man, no matter how worthy, purely upon 
the grounds of race or color."29 At another time, the president stated that 
Americans must "treat the individual Negro just as we treat the individual white 
man ... give him a fair chance ... a square deal; punish or penalize him as we 
would a white man if he falls short or goes wrong ... encourage him if he goes 
right."30 Roosevelt further outlined his criteria for a candidate to hold office, 
when he underscored the notion that what should primarily be considered is 
whether or not he is a good man and fit for the office.31 These in essence 
summarize Roosevelt's belief that each man, regardless of race, deserved to be 
treated as a man so long as he amply demonstrated that he was one. 
The Rough Rider-turned-president encouraged all Americans to pursue 
the 'Strenuous Life,' which he himself embodied-virile, vigorous, and manly.32 
"Slothful men who lacked the desire and power to strive in the world," were 
undesirable and deserved to be treated as such, but unlike others at the time, to 
him this was not dependent solely upon one's color.33 These ideas won him 
favor with some members of the black community, foremost among them was 
the musician Scott Joplin, who entitled a piece released in 1902, "The Strenuous 
Life," in honor of Roosevelt and his efforts on behalf of blacks.34 TR also spoke 
out against lynching during his tenure in office, congratulating Indiana's 
Governor Winfield Durbin for a commendable job in suppressing the Evansville 
Riot in 1903: 
Permit me to thank you as an American citizen for the admirable 
way in which you have vindicated the majesty of the law by your 
recent action in reference to lynching ... All thoughtful men must 
feel the gravest alarm over the growth of lynching in this country, 
and especially over the peculiarly hideous forms so often taken by 
mob violence when colored men are the victims-on which 
occasions the mob seems to lay most weight, not on the crime but 
28 Southern, The Progressive Era ... , 114. 
29 Ibid, 114. 
30 George Sinkler, The Racial Attitudes of American Presidents from Abraham Lincoln to Theodore Roosevelt (Garden City, New York: 
Anchor Books, 1972), 418. 
31 Henry Cabot Lodge, Ed., Selections from the Correspondence of Theodore Roosevelt and Henry Cabot Lodge, 1884-1918, Vol II (New York, 
NY: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1925), 324-325. 
32 Bederman, Manliness & Civilization ... , 193. 
33 Ibid, 193. 
34 Berlin, Edward A., King of Ragtime: Scott Joplin and His Era (New York, NY: Oxford University Press, 1994), 105-106. 
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on the color of the criminal,35 
Three years later, in his Sixth Annual Message, the president would again call the 
nation's attention to the pressing issue of lynching, when he suggested that lynch 
mobs "avenged in bestial fashion bestial deeds," thereby reducing these justices 
to the level of the criminal.36 As with his viewpoint on blacks being kept from 
holding office, Roosevelt believed that lynching was detrimental to both white 
and black alike.37 
Despite such notable defenses taken to improve race relations, TR's 
presidency also had some blemishes. Although strong arguments can be made 
in defense of the president in regards to the Indianola and Brownsville affairs, in 
the end they were setbacks to the racial scene for which he must bear some of the 
blame. In this case, his belief that "the individual, not the race, must be held 
responsible for the crime and must be recognized alike by the race to which the 
criminal belongs and the race to which the victim belongs," did not alleviate any 
tensions or ill feelings. 38 Late in his second term, he also received criticism for 
refusing to cut down Southern representation until the negro vote ceased to be 
repressed in that region. While it is possible this might have improved the 
situation, Roosevelt dismisses such a possibility by saying that, "I object strongly 
to the proposal to put in the platform [such a] plan ... the best colored men I 
know, like Booker Washington for instance, say that no good can come from such 
a movement ... It would be an empty threat and no measure whatever would be 
taken to follow it up."39 
As has been demonstrated by the see-saw journey between triumphs 
and failures undertaken by the president, most often, Roosevelt found himself 
frustrated by the inconsistencies of Southern feeling regarding his policies on 
race. For example, in the Indianola affair, white Southerners vehemently 
opposed Mrs. Cox being a black postmaster, but many of these same critics had 
no issue depositing their money in her husband's bank.40 Similarly, TR's 
Southern opponents decried the invitation of Booker T. Washington to the White 
House, but had little to say when a black protestant archdeacon and a minister 
attended a religious gathering there not long afterwards.41 As Thayer correctly 
states, "Who could steer safely amid such shoals?"42 Although Roosevelt 
attempted to steer the ship of state by the navigational systems of "justice, 
manliness, and common sense," his job at the tiller was made more daunting by 
the presence of such radical Southerners like James Kimble Vardaman and 
Benjamin Tillman (from Mississippi and South Carolina, respectively).43 
35 Mario R. Dinunzio, Theodore Roosevelt (Washington, D.C.: CQ Press, 2003), 153. 
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Radical Southern Progressives generally tended to wield a great deal of 
influence throughout the South and catered to white fears and hatreds. Both 
"Pitchfork" Ben Tillman and James "White Chief" Vardaman trumpeted white 
supremacy. These men advocated repealing the Fourteenth and Fiftee~th 
amendments and attempted to further hinder the progress of blacks by cuttmg 
state appropriations to black schools.44 Tillman explains these policies and the 
disfranchisement of blacks in South Carolina by saying, "We stuffed ballot boxes. 
We shot them [blacks]. We are not ashamed of it ... We called a Constitutional 
Convention, and we eliminated ... all of the colored people whom we could under 
the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments."45 Vardaman took this one step 
further by saying that: 
I am just as much opposed to Booker Washington as a voter, 
with all his Anglo-Saxon reinforcements, as I am to the coconut-
headed, chocolate-colored, typical little coon, Andy Dotson, who 
blacks my shoes every morning. Neither is fit to perform the 
supreme function of citizenship.46 
Thus it is not surprising that most Northerners believed that racial prejudice and 
tension existed only in the South. 
The problem is that men like Vardaman and Tillman were merely 
espousing publicly what many whites felt but would not sayY Perhaps most 
telling of all was the ability of these men (and others like them) to delay or block 
presidential political appointments as well as to sway some of the northern 
populace through their lecture circuits. Tillman, himself, highlights this triumph 
over the opposition when he wrote, "I do not doubt that I have been 
instrumental in causing the Northern people ... to have a much saner view of the 
Negro question .... "48 Consequently, it comes as no surprise that Northern 
whites were confused on how to deal with the ever pervasive "Negro 
Question."49 The reaction and policies from Washington were mixed at best, and 
tended to clash with the messages being spread from the South, resulting in 
inconclusive solutions. Accordingly, some northern whites likely believed that 
by ignoring the problem, it would merely go away. This lack of resolution, when 
coupled with the belief in Victorian ideals by American society, set the table for 
racial conflict and bloodshed during the summer of 1908, in the growing 
metropolis of Springfield, Illinois. 
By 1908, Springfield had literally reaped, hammered and chiseled its 
way into significance; changing from the prairie village it had been in the 
previous century into a "bustling hub of farming and manufacturing centers."50 
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The old dirt roads in the town had given way to pavement and the spread of 
trolley-cars. These technological improvements contrasted starkly with the 
surrounding nutrient rich, black-dirt fields which reminded older residents of 
times not long past. Shadows cast by smokestacks over the plentiful shacks in 
the city's eastern zone, served as additional reminders of the encroachment of 
industrialization into this formerly rural area.51 The burgeoning coal industry, 
when coupled with European immigration and Southern migration, caused the 
population of Springfield to grow in "gold rush proportions," boosting the 
population from 25,000 in 1890, to almost 50,000 inhabitants by 1908.52 Out of 
this, roughly five and one-half percent, or 2,500 were black.53 While this proved 
to be a higher percentage than many northern communities at the time, its 
overall population was not nearly as significant as those in Chicago, New York, 
St. Louis, and elsewhere throughout the North, where blacks would be in more 
direct competition with whites for jobs.54 As aforementioned, despite such 
Northern characteristics and approaches to business, Springfield's attitude 
towards blacks remained distinctly more Southern.55 Krohe suggests that most 
of the city's "social and political elites" had come to the Illinois capital from 
Kentucky or Missouri.56 Some further highlighted this idea by suggesting that 
the seedier areas of town (such as those regions known locally as the Levee and 
the Badlands), were run by a "dissolute and criminally-inclined class of blacks."57 
Accordingly, the capital had developed a reputation for being one of the 
most politically crooked cities in the Midwest, and was rumored to rival Chicago 
and San Francisco for the "wickedness of its saloons, brothels and narcotics 
dens."58 In the Levee, lowlifes and elites, as well as whites and blacks, bumped 
elbows in pursuit of game, drink and female company. So long as it remained 
contained within this region and the local bosses could deliver the votes on 
election day, the political leaders allowed the pawnbrokers and saloon keepers to 
maintain their illicit sources of income. To Tammany Hall Democrat George 
Washington Plunkitt, and other politicians of the day, this was merely a form of 
"honest graft, or seeing your opportunities and taking them."59 Nevertheless60, 
the power of the black vote and the prominent places held by African-Americans 
in this region of vice fueled the animosity that Springfield whites felt towards 
most of their darker skinned counterparts. White enmity was further aggravated 
by the presence of "black scabs," residing in this district, who threatened to 
nullify the leverage that white miners and laborers could exert by striking. 
Despite appeals by reformers and clergymen designed to shut down such areas 
51 Ibid, 1. 
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which were a "disgrace and stench to the civilized world," the power of the ward 
bosses remained unaltered.61 By the summer of 1908, many Springfeldians 
would be sorry that they had not heeded the advice of these moralists. 
In the middle of 1908, a great deal of attention, regardless of one's race, 
was devoted to the rapidly developing fame of the black boxer, Jack Johnson. 
"Papa Jack" threatened the racial superiority of whites in and out of the ring, 
whether he was pummeling white boxers or mingling with white women.62 To 
blacks he was a hero and to whites, the destroyer of 'white hopes.' Accordingly, 
the title "Johnson Anxious to fight Burns," was the main focus of the sports page 
of the Illinois State Journal because Burns was the white champion and symbolic 
defender of white supremacy.63 The Journal's rival periodical, The Illinois State 
Register, indicated that racial tensions gripped the South, when it ran an article 
on the "Race War in East Texas."64 Yet, even this was buried on the thirteenth 
page, making it hardly more noticeable than a storm ravaging Wisconsin or a 
father sending his son to jail.65 Thus, to those who read their daily periodicals, 
race tension was present, but mostly only in the South or inside the ring. Both 
races watched these developments with a bit of anxiety, knowing that the boxing 
match held the potential to instigate race conflict (as it later would throughout 
the country). Yet, in just over a month, residents of Springfield bore witness to 
an event closer to home, which brought more pressing and unexpected racial 
issues to the front pages. 
On July 5th, Clergy A. Ballard, a local and respected mining engineer, 
was gravely wounded defending his family and home against a razor-wielding, 
black intruder.66 The actual motive is difficult to discern because the newspapers 
make it clear that nothing was disturbed in the modest home. Regardless, due to 
the fact that Ballard's sixteen-year old daughter, Blanche, awoke to the presence 
of a black man, Joe James, in her room, it became an issue of sexual assault.67 
Alerted to the intruder's presence and the threat against a female of his family, 
Mr. Ballard did his manly duty and pursued the fleeing man from his home and 
caught up with him in the front yard. After a desperate struggle, the unarmed 
Ballard was "cut in half a dozen places, by a sharp weapon, presumably a 
razor."68 Although weakened by loss of blood and unable to stop the flight of 
James, Ballard managed to "stagger back to the porch and his frightened family" 
before collapsing, and thereby turning the floor boards into what resembled a 
"killing pen.''69 The incident was further confused by the injury of a colored man 
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(Ed Jamison) walking in the neighborhood, by a "negro armed with a sharp 
instrument."70 
Although Clergy Ballard had been rushed to the hospital, one of the 
razor thrusts to his chest had punctured a lung and proved fatal.71 It did not take 
long for the perpetrator to be caught, being discovered five hours later by four 
young girls, while he was sleeping less than half a mile away in Reservoir Park.72 
After phoning the Ballards' and the police, the girls kept watch over the sleeping 
man until Ballard's sons and a few neighbors arrived, to finish defending white 
feminine virtue.73 After a quick examination which revealed the blood stains 
from Ballard still on James' clothes, the small mob began to beat the dazed 
individual into a bloody pulp. 
Only the timely arrival of the local police prevented the small group of 
citizens from avenging the death of Clergy Ballard right there in the street 
through the use of vigilante justice.74 After the battered Joe James was hauled to 
jail, more information was uncovered which was likely to provoke the white 
community: James was a migrant from Alabama who had only been in 
Springfield for about a month; he frequented saloons and narcotics dens; and 
had been released from the local jail only hours before he committed the 
murder.75 Even the Illinois State Journal alluded to this potentially enflaming 
material, by suggesting that, "Had it been realized that Ballard was certain to die 
it is not likely that the negro would have ever reached the city prison."76 On July 
7th, the yellow journalists went one step further, almost condoning conflict by 
stating that "even though a mob should be formed for the purpose of dealing 
vengeance to James, [due to the police presence] it is hardly possible the object 
would be accomplished."77 Fortunately, trouble was averted by the call for a 
special and speedy grand jury by the Assistant States Attorney and the 
Springfield City CounciJ.78 After approval was granted by the local circuit court, 
officials "believed that the case would be ready for hearing next month 
[August]."79 
As preparations for the trial continued, the news updates symbolically 
slipped off of the front page to the latter pages, just as the issue itself soon began 
to fade from the public's attention. The shift of focus is evident when a week 
later, an assault on Mrs. John Scott by Budell Brooks, another black man, only 
made the seventh page of the Illinois State Journal.80 Admittedly, the incident did 
not involve a fatality, but for the most part, the lack of interest of the public was 
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due to a zeroing-in on other important matters. The local baseball team, the 
Springfield Senators were doing well and "late summer clearance sales were in 
progress."B1 Additionally, farm commodity prices had just slumped.82 Finally, 
politics, both local and national, were beginning to heat up-the incumbent 
governor Charles S. Deneen had just been nominated in the Republican 
gubernatorial primary, while both William Howard Taft and William Jennings 
Bryan were gearing up for the upcoming presidential elections.83 On August 
14th, another conflict arose which compelled Springfeldians to revisit the racial 
issue from the preceding month. 
In the early morning of what promised to be a typical, warm, prairie 
autumn day, Springfield residents brought in their daily papers and were 
shocked by what they read. Regardless of which of the two major local papers 
that they subscribed too, residents were alerted to the occurrence of a heinous 
crime. In true yellow journalist form, the Illinois State Journal proclaimed in their 
headlines that a white woman was "Dragged from Her Bed and Outraged by a 
Negro."B4 The other paper, the Illinois State Register, suggested that it was "one of 
the greatest outrages that has ever happened in Springfield," and that "no effort 
should be spared to find the black viper and to force appropriate punishment."85 
Both papers were reporting on the assault committed against the young, 
twenty-one year old Mabel Hallam, the wife of Earl Hallam, a local street car 
operator.86 The story was made that much more incendiary by the papers 
reporting that Mrs. Hallan1 was a "quiet, respectable young married woman, 
who just four weeks ago buried her only child."87 The young woman, as she 
normally did, had left a light burning in her bedroom as she awaited the arrival 
of her husband home from work. Around 11:30 p.m., she was awakened by the 
feeling of someone on her bed . Thinking this to be her husband, but noticing 
that the lamp had been turned down, she asked, "Earl, what are you doing?" "I 
guess I am drunk," was the reply. Mrs. Hallam, sensing that this was something 
quite queer, called out to her husband's parents who lived next door, but was 
silenced by a hand at her throat, which was accompanied by the following 
words: "Keep still or I'll kill you!" Heeding the advice, she was then "pulled on 
the floor into the kitchen, onto the porch, down two steps, and then across a 
rough stone sidewalk into the garden. In his work, the negro broke off several 
laths in the garden gate. [He then] left the half unconscious and thoroughly 
frightened girl in the garden and fled ." 
Upon preliminary investigation, it was discovered that the assailant 
gained entry to the house by cutting the kitchen screen door and entering 
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through the back of the house, by an unlocked door.88 Early speculations were 
further aroused when a neighbor, Rolla Keyes, reported that he had heard 
someone stirring in an outhouse earlier in the evening.89 The Journal 
hypothesized that "three young women live in adjoining houses on [that] block 
and it is possible that this man was waiting to catch the first one of the three that 
ventured out of doors."90 Further weight was added to this argument when the 
purpose of robbery was dismissed-"the negro had never once mentioned 
money to his victim and made no effort to search the house."91 The Springfield 
press underscored the topics of miscegenation and black crime, thereby further 
encouraging such white concerns and driving white men to honor the code of 
manliness and defend an innocent female's honor. More specifically, the 
periodicals, like some of their readers, hoped to prove that blacks were "unfit for 
life in the North."92 If successful in this task, blacks might be removed, or at least 
decreased in number, thus alleviating the racial tensions in the region, which 
would simply reinforce the belief that such conflicts only occurred in the South. 
The chances of this seemed likely, when later that morning authorities 
arrested George Richardson, a black worker who was assisting in the remodeling 
of a home nearby in the neighborhood.93 Richardson, after being picked out of a 
lineup of other black men by Mrs. Hallam, had been taken to the Sangamon 
County Court House to be served with his arrest warrant.94 Ironically, the 
building had previously served as the Illinois Statehouse and was situated near 
the Lincoln-Herndon law offices-both important locations in Lincoln's day. 
Although much of this information later turned out to be inaccurate, according to 
the papers, Richardson was "an ex-convict in his early thirties who had served 
time for murder and had been out of prison for only two years."95 Rumors of this 
interracial assault case must have spread throughout the workplace and the 
surrounding blocks quickly, for by the time that Sheriff Charles Werner was 
ready to escort Richardson back to the jail (only a block away), he issued a call 
for additional armed guards to assist him. By 3:30 p.m., the armed escort had 
weaved its way through the crowd, which continued to gather as the whistles 
announced the end of the work day.96 The amalgamation of citizens gathering at 
the corner of 7th and Jefferson Streets grew to several thousand, consisting of 
laborers, miners and streetcar workers, as well as "weekend shoppers, curious 
tourists and young rowdies."97 
Initially, tempers seemed to remain under control, but an incident that 
occurred on the north end of town earlier that afternoon, was a good indicator of 
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the violence to come. At 2:00 p.m., a group of whites had cornered and beaten a 
"lone black man with bricks and baseball bats."98 As the temperature continued 
to increase on that hot, Friday afternpi:m in August, Sheriff Warner spared no 
precaution in preparing for the worst. I The Journal stated that the jail "resembled 
an arsenal."99 Guards armed with n~1-v Springfield rifles patrolled the grounds 
and the corridors within the jail. Boxes of rifle cartridges were distributed to 
newly dep~tized citizens, as well as local and county officers, who stacked extra 
rifles in easily accessible places. As the Journal suggested, "Had any move been 
made to execute lynch law, there would have been dead men on Springfield's 
streets-[the guards] had been given instructions to shoot and kill if necessary." 
By 4:15 p.m., alarmed by the continued milling about of the crowd and 
the increased threats such as "lynch the nigger" and "break down the jail" in the 
air, Sheriff Werner made a call to Mayor Roy Reece requesting additional 
reinforcements.l00 Mayor Reece passed the word for the organization of the local 
militia, but this force would not be ready to assist until almost 7 o' clock.101 With 
no sight of relief coming to his aid, Sheriff Werner consulted with Chief of Police 
Morris and both agreed that it was necessary to move the criminals (both Joe 
James and George Richardson) out of town in order to prevent bloodshed.I02 
Shortly after 5 p.m., a fire alarm was called in for Seventh and Washington 
Streets, just a short distance away.103 The commotion of the fire engine rattling 
past the crowd had the desired effect, and allowed four officers of the law to 
sneak the two prisoners out of the jail and down an alley to a waiting automobile 
on Sixth Street.I04 James and Richardson were placed in the back with Deputy 
Sheriffs Kramer and Hanrahan, while Sergeant Yazell and Deputy Rhodes stood 
on the running boards to fend off any troublesome citizens.105 "Like a grey streak 
the auto shot northward," local restaurateur Harry Loper at the wheel, pushing 
the vehicle up to nearly forty miles an hour.l06 In but a short time, the two 
criminals were driven to nearby Sherman, Illinois and loaded onto a northbound 
train to Bloomington where they would be out of harm's way.107 
Sheriff Werner had been sure that removing the root of the problem 
would dismiss the crowd, but instead the combined factors of high heat, missed 
dinners, and vengeance had transformed the citizens into an irate mob.l08 
Believing that they were being duped and refusing to believe that the criminals 
were gone, members of the mob demanded that a committee be allowed inside 
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the jail to search for them.I09 Sheriff Werner consented but the negative results 
that were returned hardly alleviated the problem, and if anything, only made 
matters worse. Angered and confused, the mob loitered for awhile until 
someone in the crowd stated that Harry Loper had been the man to supply the 
getaway vehicle, and with a cry of "On to Loper's!" a portion of the mob began 
to head towards his elegant restaurant, about five blocks away.no 
While these citizens left, those remaining behind continued to harass 
and pelt with bricks, the local militiamen of the Third Infantry who had arrived 
from the arsenal to find a scene of chaos.1ll Despite such conditions, the small 
contingent of twenty-six men, under the command of Colonel Richard Shand, 
managed to push back the crowd and set up ropes to keep them away from the 
jail.112 Unfortunately, things were not looking so bright several blocks away at 
223 South Fifth Street. As one contemporary wrote, "when he [Loper] returned 
after having safely delivered his prisoners he was made the victim. His 
automobile was smashed, his restaurant was sacked, and his property 
destroyed."J13 Loper had attempted to protect many lives, if not the $50,000 
worth of damage inflicted upon his property. He later stated: 
I have been through one riot in Cincinnati in '83 ... when 100 men 
were killed. It was to avoid loss of life that I took those men 
out of town. I have no interest in [them] whatever, and would go 
just as far as to punish [them] as anybody, but after going through 
the Cincinnati riot, and knowing this sheriff as I do, I knew he 
would be killed first before he would let the jail be taken. I 
thought I would save life by removing the colored men.l14 
Miscommunication and insufficient numbers prevented what few authorities 
were on hand from stopping the rampant destruction. At 8:10 p.m., the Gatling 
gun contingent of the local militia "consisting of a lieutenant and eight men was 
ordered to Loper's." m They had been ordered to leave their main weapons 
behind by the governor, and in their frantic efforts to arrive on the scene had 
grabbed rifles but no bullets. 116 The promised ammunition wagon never arrived 
resulting in the small group being quickly overpowered by the mob, having their 
weapons wrested from them after being injured by thrown bricks.l17 
By 8:30 p.m., the presence of Loper standing in the doorway armed with 
a rifle, as well as the four patrolmen nearby, no longer proved a sufficient 
deterrent to the gathered throng of people.118 Loper's new automobile was 
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parked in front of his property, and soon became the target of the mob's wrath.119 
The vehicle was upended and was follovy-ed shortly thereafter by the crash of a 
brickbat going through one of the plate glass windows of the restaurant.J2° In a 
few seconds, a flurry of bottles, bricks and pieces of wood bombarded the front 
of the restaurant, compelling Mr. Loper and his employees to seek cover in the 
rear of the building.121 Here on Fifth Street, the mob satiated its desire for 
wanton destruction, or so it seemed. "Come on, fellows, get some more bricks. 
There are plenty in the alley and the man won't have to haul them away. Get 
some beer bottles. The breweries buy them by the car load." "Don't throw at the 
bricks. Loper doesn't own them." Such comments stirred even the idlest 
bystander into encouragement, if not outright action. Soon the comments took 
an even darker turn. "Curse the day that Lincoln freed the nigger ... Abe Lincoln 
brought them to Springfield and we will run them out." 122 
Once the front of the building was demolished, a lull appeared when 
the leaderless mob, its target destroyed, looked for further direction- it found it 
in a most unusual candidate. "What the hell are you fellows afraid of? Come on 
and I will show you how to do it. Women want protection and this seems to be 
the only way to get it," roared the obese Kate Howard, the operator of a local 
boardinghouse.l23 The new "Joan of Arc," as the papers would later dub her, 
challenged the mob's masculinity, and their resulting fire led them to follow her 
into the building where destruction was further waged. Loper, his family, and 
his employees were chased into the cellar, where they guarded themselves and 
the supply of liquor behind a locked door.124 Caught amidst the swell of rioters 
was the young teenager Louis Johnson, who fell mortally wounded, after Loper 
fired through the top of the door frame in order to deter the mob.l25 Johnson was 
the riot's first casualty-his body later found beneath the piles of debris and 
broken furniture of the restaurant.J26 
Outside on the street, the scene had not improved. As a final act of 
contempt for Loper and his property, the overturned car was set ablaze and 
those valuables inside still worth anything were carried off by looters.127 
Contents from the building were soon added to the blaze, causing it to "reach 
similar height to the surrounding buildings."128 Calls to the fire department were 
in vain, as the mob would not let them perform their duty. Any attempt to 
extinguish the blaze was thwarted, with rioters going so far as to cut the fire 
hoses so they could not be used.J29 Even the arrival of, and appeal by Mayor 
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Reece could not restore order, since soon he too, was forced to seek cover. 130 All 
present authorities brushed aside, the mob hungered for more and headed 
towards the nearby Levee district. 
While this had been going on, Governor Charles Deneen had been 
nervously watching out~his-office window in the Statehouse, less than four 
blocks away. The trail of smoke rising from the area of Loper's restaurant only 
confirmed the reports he had been receiving. By 9:15 p.m., the city authorities 
appealed to the governor for help, to which he responded quickly. Immediately, 
requests went out across the state, calling in available militia units-all except 
four hundred veteran, colored soldiers of the 8th Illinois National Guard.B1 It 
was believed that their service was only likely to further complicate the issues at 
hand_l32 Other guardsmen from Decatur, Bloomington, Normal, Peoria, Pekin, 
and Taylorville boarded trains bound for Springfield, while those companies 
from Danville, Delavan, Champaign, and Quincy were put on standby.133 
Unfortunately for the nervous citizens of Springfield, the trains bringing the first 
of this relief would not arrive until about 2 a.m. the next morning.B4 
In the meantime, in the words of Robespierre, "terror was the order of 
the day." Bullets and brickbats flew threw the air wounding guilty and innocent 
alike. On the grounds of the County Courthouse, Eugene W. Chafin, the 
Prohibitionist party candidate for president was giving a speech to a gathered 
crowd. During his speech, he noticed commotion in the crowd and saw a black 
man, "with about five hundred whites in hot pursuit."135 The man bolted 
through the crowd, frantically clawing and slashing his way through to get away 
from his predators, but upon reaching the stage was pulled from it by the mob. 
Chafin, in a moment of heroism, confronted the group by thrusting his hand into 
his jacket pocket, as if holding a gun, and said, "Stand back, gentleman or I'll 
shoot the first one of you who touches this man!"136 Chafin's aides and others on 
the platform helped the black man escape, but when the mob discovered they 
had been fooled, the candidate sustained bruises from debris thrown at him from 
the angry group.137 
Throughout the city random acts of violence occurred as indicated by 
personal accounts and the newspapers. Blacks riding on the streetcars trying to 
get home or to flee the city were not safe, as crowded streets forced the trolleys to 
stop, thereby allowing mob members to board and drag them off to receive their 
beatings.13s Other blacks caught unaware of the outbreak because they were at 
work, were the victims of congregated or individual acts of violence. These 
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included railroad and hotel porters, waiters, or even firemen at the state power 
house.l39 Black men were dragged, thrown, beaten and trampled as mobs of 
vengeance-seeking citizens coursed through the city unchecked. 
By 10 o'clock, the mob had mostly disappeared from in front of the jail 
and pursued their malicious actions elsewhere. Some pursued blacks in small 
groups as aforementioned, while the majority reunited with those from Loper's 
restaurant near the Levee district along East Washington Street. Here, the mob 
unleashed its fury once again, this time against· the large number of black 
businesses in the area. Establishments like Osbourne's Colored Barber Shop, 
Dandy Jim Steele's Delmonico Restaurant, Chester Johnson's Saloon, and the Star 
Theatre were broken into and ransacked.l40 While orders were given to avoid 
businesses owned by whites (white handkerchiefs or sheets were displayed out 
front to indicate this), nevertheless, some minimal damage did occur. These 
orders did not apply to shops of Jewish merchants, who because they served 
Springfield's black residents, were accused of being "nigger lovers."141 
Pawnshops, like that owned by Reuben Fishman, became favored targets after 
saloons because each provided resources to the rioters-the former, weaponry 
and the latter, alcohol.l42 After returning to the ruins of his store, Fishman was 
reported to exclaim, "I viii now haf to go in der poorhouse!"143 
For a short time, Dandy Jim and a few other black men put up a spirited 
defense from second floor windows, but realizing that they were vastly 
outnumbered and outgunned, they fell back after severely wounding several 
white rioters.144 This feisty defense only incited the mass, and a like a wounded 
beast, it reared its head in order to charged upon its enemy once more. Dandy 
Jim was not the only black man prepared to die protecting himself or others that 
night. Clarence Liggins, a janitor who worked under Secretary of State Rose, 
responded to the state's call even though shortly before he had been forced off a 
trolley on his way out of town, being told that the "niggers would stink everyone 
else off."145 Nevertheless, accompanied by some colleagues, Liggins armed 
himself and trudged back to the Governor's Mansion stating that "I told him 
[Sec. Rose] not to worry about it, that I'd be there when she went down in 
ashes."146 Edith Carpenter's father was another, who spent all night marching 
back and forth between the family store and their home, armed with "a gun on 
each shoulder."147 
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Not all blacks felt inclined to stay and fight, with many of them 
"bundling whatever possessions they could carry and leaving their homes. Some 
took refuge in the state arsenal near the statehouse or at nearby Camp Lincoln, 
where they were offered food, lodging and military support."148 Albert Harris, 
only twelve years old in 1908, described how the soldiers at Camp Lincoln 
"turned them [the rioters] back," when they came to harass his family and others 
seeking asylum at the military base.l49 A select few, like LeRoy Brown, a 
coachman, managed to find shelter within the city by hiding at the homes or 
businesses of their white employers.l50 A thirteen year old Phoebe Mitchell Day 
helped her family hide their trunk of possessions in a nearby cornfield before 
seeking safety overnight in a vacant boxcar.l51 Many black residents simply fled 
the city all together. Mattie Hale, a sixteen year old girl at the time, recalled how 
her family housed "about twenty to twenty-five people" at her home on the 
outskirts of town-some in the house, some in the barn loft and some 
"underneath the fruit trees."152 
The number of refugees was greatly increased when the rioters pushed 
into the predominantly black residential district known as the Badlands, "a 
tinderbox of one-room hovels and rough board shacks."153 Here, the rioters 
created a multi-block inferno until soon the whole east end of the city appeared 
to be in flames. One resident described the process as follows: "A few men 
would enter a shack and after tipping over the bed and tearing open the mattress 
ch Th 11 th t "t "154 would pour on a little oil and apply a mat . at was a ere was o 1 . 
Once again the firemen were helpless against the will of the citizens, which 
resulted in a "four block area between Ninth and Eleventh Streets and Madison 
and Jefferson Streets," being leveled by fire.l 55 In describing the felons, Mildred 
Conrad Horner wrote: 
It is clear that it [the mob] was not composed of honest, well-
meaning vigilantes, but rather ruffians who conspired to use 
the commission of a wrong as an excuse to indulge in the 
abhorrent passions of evil for arson, looting, torture, murder, 
and, under the guise of avengers, secure immunity. It is impudently 
grotesque to assume for a moment that any of the ringleaders 
were moved by a chivalrous zeal to protect or avenge 
womanly honor.l56 
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Alice Martin, a teehager during the riot, remembered how those blacks who fled 
at least managed to look at things with a dark sense of humor-many of the 
residents in the Badlands had been renters.157 Perhaps the greatest irony was 
that Clarence Harvey was among these refugees, who only three weeks earlier 
had "come to Springfield from Kentucky, expecting to find what he called an 
ideal Negro locality in the home of the Great Emancipator."158 
What is most telling is that even white residents feared and could not 
believe the mob as it wandered the city in search of victims. Nathan Cohn, only 
twelve years old, witnessed a Jewish man inspiring the mob to lynch a black 
man. When it was discovered that no one had any rope, "he [the Jewish man] 
went across the street and took [a] clothesline off and hung this guy up ... put it 
around his neck and put it on a tree and just pulled him up." 159 Frances 
Chapman, was a ten year old girl at the time, and vividly recalled her mother 
making both her and her brother take two baths in one day in order to divert 
their attention and calm them down.l60 Of course there were exceptions to this, 
one of them being Charles Butler. When his friend's father insisted that they stay 
home to avoid the trouble, he replied, "Mr. Anderson, you know I come from 
south Georgia, and I have seen so many riots; I want to go see how you 
northerners pull it off." 161 Charles Butler got his show. 
As the fires blazed in the eastern end of the city and the clock at Union 
Station chimed two, the mob continued its work, with the worst soon to come. 
On Twelfth Street, between Madison and Mason, lived a black man by the name 
of Scott Burton. At the first sign of trouble, the fifty-six year old sent his wife and 
children out of town, while he remained at home to defend his property.l62 The 
unsinkable Kate Howard, still leading the mob, showed up on his doorstep and 
was rewarded with a load of buckshot which clipped her arm, slightly wounding 
her.J63 After another volley of buckshot, Burton realized the situation was 
hopeless and tried to flee out the side door only to be knocked unconscious by 
more waiting mob members. Within minutes, the unconscious black man had 
been dragged across the street and strung up on a nearby tree in front of a 
saloon, once again by clothesline. Shouts of "We've got one. Hurrah! Look at 
the nigger swing," filled the air.l64 Not long afterwards, "the crowd riddled 
Burton's body with bullets" and attempted "all manner of fiendish cruelties 
upon it."16s At 2:30 a.m., the first detachment of the militia arrived and was 
immediately sent to Burton's residence. After volley fire proved incapable of 
scaring off the crowd, the rifles were leveled and bullets tore into the front rank 
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of the mob, wounding several.166 Unfortunately for Scott Burton, help had 
arrived too late. When Sheriff Werner cut his body down, more than forty 
bullets were extracted from the corpse.167 After the mob had been dispersed, 
other than a few minor outbursts of violence, the bloodshed in the city had at last 
come to a halt, if only temporarily. 
On Saturday morning, Springfeldians awoke to the presence of 
militiamen patrolling the streets of the state capital. Mildred Conrad Horner 
asserted that two brigades of infantry and one regiment of cavalry were on duty, 
dispersed throughout Springfield, "to the best possible advantage."168 If this is 
correct, roughly 3,691 guardsmen were busy trying to keep the peace, however, it 
seems that a lower number, although perhaps not as low as Senechal's 500, is 
more reasonable.169 Mayor Reece attempted to aid these soldiers' taxing efforts 
by closing all saloons in town, and asking that all other "businesses downtown 
shut down by 6:00 p.m. in the evening."170 Governor Deneen denounced the acts 
of the mob by saying: 
It is as intolerable as it is inexcusable. The idea of wreaking 
vengeance upon a race for the crimes of one of its members is 
utterly repugnant to all notions of law and justice. No government 
can maintain its self-respect and permit it. The entire resources 
of the state will be drawn upon, if necessary, to protect every citizen 
of Springfield in his person and property, and those who violate the 
law must suffer the consequences.171 
Yet by 7 p.m. in the evening, another crowd had gathered at the corner of 
Washington and Seventh Streets. 
Major General Edward C. Young, the commanding officer of the militia, 
had received similar reports throughout the day and into the evening and was 
having difficulty managing the situation with the troops that he had available. 
He had already dispatched cavalry units to prevent the formation of mobs in 
southeast Springfield and was stretched thin by the need to cover so many 
different locations throughout the city.172 With troops at the statehouse, county 
jail, arsenal, Camp Lincoln, and the regions of the city with the highest black 
concentrations, Young had a limited amount of men at his disposal.173 Matters 
were further complicated by the number of hit and run acts of violence as well as 
false alarms reported by nervous families.174 
Back in the downtown, a shout of "Forward, citizens! Let us complete 
the good work begun last night," stirred the group into action as they rallied 
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behind a man carrying the American flagP5 Their destination was the arsenal 
where a large number of black refugees were staying, however, the presence of a 
large number of armed and determined state militiamen thwarted their attempt. 
Sensing defeat, one frustrated member changed the plan and urged the mob on 
"to Donnegan's flats!" This new destination was the nearby home of William 
Donnegan, a rheumatic, eighty year old who had made a modest living 
"importing Southern blacks to work in the homes and shops of pre-Civil War 
Springfield."176 The accounts of his death vary, but all of them agree that the 
reason for his assault was likely due to the fact that he had a comfortable living 
and had been married to a white woman for over thirty years.177 Dragged from 
his home, beaten senseless, and with his throat cut by a razor, the one time 
acquaintance of Abraham Lincoln was strung up by his neighbors' clothesline in 
a school yard only a block away from the Illinois Capitol Building.178 Although a 
patrol of militiamen hastened to the scene, chased off the mob, cut the old man 
down, and rushed him to St. John's Hospital, he expired the next day-the last 
victim of the mob.179 
On Sunday morning, the arrival of additional troops to bolster the 
fatigued militiamen patrolling the streets of Springfield must have been a 
welcome relief. General Young described the streets of the capital by saying that 
"the post [had] assumed the appearance of an army camp."180 With the 
exception of one or two more minor incidents, which were averted without 
bloodshed if not without loss of property, order had finally been restored.l81 The 
costs of the riot had been great. Seven men were killed and more than one 
hundred had been wounded in the conflict. Additionally, more than forty homes 
and two dozen businesses were destroyed or severely damaged, with the end 
result being hundreds of blacks were homeless.182 Governor Deneen, oft 
regarded as a "hard-nosed administrator," immediately urged the States 
Attorney to call for a Grand Jury.183 As evidence and witnesses were being 
prepared for the trial, locals examined the events and attempted to determine the 
cause for such an occurrence. 
Some blamed the police, the mayor, or other officials. Katherine Enos, 
in writing to a friend was so ashamed of the "shockingly disgraceful events," 
that she wrote, "you may not wish to acknowledge a correspondent in the place 
[Springfield]."I84 Ms. Enos went on to suggest that "Reliable men, who saw the 
beginning of the first riot, say that any two policemen doing their duty could 
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have stopped it, for then the participants were only young boys-some in knee 
pants."18s Mildred Conrad Horner furthered this oelief by writing that some 
citizens believed "that half a dozen husky Chicago polic~men, had they been on 
the spot at the beginning, would have applied their brogans [shoes] in the places 
reserved for such application and broken up the riot ... " 186 Others still blamed 
the lower elements of society. Some even supported the farfetched accusations 
of William Lloyd Clark. Clark blamed the disaster of the slums on' destitute and 
affluent, black and white-who supported such institutions through their 
willingness to succumb to drink and licentious. He chided: 
It is true, workingmen are there by the thousands, dissipating 
away their hard earned wages, while their families suffer in 
poverty and their children are deprived of an education. But the 
slum must have its rich devotees who can buy champagne 
at four dollars a throw and pay fancy prices for fancy women.187 
Additionally, "Negro dive saloons and Bohemian saloons where the English 
language is never spoken" were "blazing lighthouses of hell and recruiting 
stations for the penitentiary .. .in and arou~([such] places loaf the porch-climber 
and yeggman, who would take your life f~t a dollar."188 Many were not so 
indiscriminate, however, and sided with the 1ocal press, which seemed to blame 
the incident on the "negroes' own misconduct, general inferiority, and unfitness 
for free institutions."189 
Across the country, from Boise to Charleston and New York to 
Portland, other journalists added their own opinions and analysis. Unlike other 
recent race riots, the Springfield incident secured a prominent place in local and 
national papers across the nation for a prolonged period of time-almost two 
weeks. Significant among these, was the criticism of the Southern press, where 
one journalist wrote "the difference between race riots North and South is this: 
that while in the South the guilty negro is punished, in the North war is made on 
the negro population."190 Even The Washington Post took a southern slant: "The 
Springfield newspapers will comment very mildly on the next lynching bee 
pulled off in Texas."191 Vardaman and Tillman vociferated "that the North was 
just as racist as the South."192 Most important, however, was the criticism that a 
journalist of The Independent, William English Walling, wrote in his article 
entitled, "The Race War in the North." 
Upon arrival in Springfield, Walling was appalled and dismayed by 
what he saw and heard. He intuitively stated that the significance of the event 
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was threefold: "first, it occurred in an important and historical northern town; 
second, that the small number of blacks did not endanger 'white supremacy'; 
and finally, that the North in general, agreed that there were 'mitigating 
circumstances: which caused the incident."193 After discussing and analyzing 
the event to some length, he highlighted that the spirit of Lovejoy and Lincoln 
must be revived or else the race war would soon be transferred to the North.194 
In an appeal to his fellow Northerners, he closed with the lines, "Yet who realizes 
the seriousness of the situation, and what large and powerful body of citizens is 
ready to come to their aid?"195 The answer was that there was no such 
organization, but his words did not fall upon deaf ears. 
Fortunately for Walling, and the subjects of his discourse, Mary White 
Ovington read the article while she was living in a New York negro tenement, 
studying their living conditions.l96 She was so outraged, that in conjunction with 
Walling, Ovington arranged a meeting with other disillusioned reform-minded 
whites who wished to change the plight of blacks.197 These meetings were 
further aided by the participation of Oswald Garrison Villard (grandson of the 
abolitionist William Lloyd Garrison) and W. E. B. DuBois, who had organized 
black leaders at the Niagara Conference in 1905. Walling's muckraking ability 
was emphasized by DuBois, who confessed in a letter to the journalist, that 
"Personally, I know perfectly well that you are the real founder of the 
NAACP." I98 The date for the conference and appeal to the people was set for the 
symbolic date of February 12th, 1909. These individuals sought to improve upon 
the conditions of colored people in the United States, so they hoped to inspire the 
'second coming' of the Great Emancipator, for they knew that if Lincoln were to 
return, "he would be disheartened and discouraged."199 Indeed, the former 
president would have been greatly dispirited by the results of the trial in his 
hometown. 
Initial returns from the grand jury looked promising. The panel levied 
one hundred and seven indictments (varying from inciting riot to murder) 
against eighty individuals. Frank Hatch, the prosecutor for the state, was so 
confident of success that he stated that "No one who is guilty will be spared!"200 
Many Springfield residents were more realistic, if albeit a bit pessimistic. "More 
disgrace to follow .. . probably not one of the rioters will be punished," declared 
one resident, and she was nearly right.2°1 
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Judge James Creighton, "both capable and honest," presided over the 
trials in the very room of the Sangamon County Court House (Old Capitol) in 
which Lincoln had first accepted the Republican nomination for U.S. Senate.202 
The prosecution based their cases off the ability to convict Abe Raymer, the 
supposed leader of the group that stormed Donnegan's house. Although 
Creighton kept the courtroom in order, he could not make the jury declare the 
defendant guilty. With their best case derailed, the prosecution was faced with 
acquittal after acquittal, with the only conviction of the 107 charges being petty 
larceny-Abe Raymer had stolen a sword from a black militiaman's home 
during the riot-2°3 Kate Howard and Joe James were the only further individuals 
worthy of note in the proceedings-the former took strychnine rather than face 
the charges and the latter was summarily hung for his crime, despite being a 
minor and not being subject to the death penalty.204 All others were eventually 
released when it was apparent that "riot convictions could not be obtained from 
local juries."205 
In closing, one might wonder, why study this sort of story? Other race 
riots did occur throughout the North, but none had the lasting impact of this 
incident. Although it has since slipped from the memory of most contemporary 
Americans, it was an event that forever altered race relations and life in general, 
in this country. The press coverage granted to the event focused national 
attention on a wound which had been festering, in both the South and the North, 
since the end of the Civil War. This coverage would not have been possible had 
the confrontation not occurred in the right place, at the right time-Lincoln's 
home town, only six months before the Great Emancipator's Centennial 
Celebration. The idea that whites and blacks were killing each other under the 
"shadow of his tomb" was even too much for some subtle white supremacists.zo6 
Springfield may have been southern in character, but its geographic location 
made it northern to the rest of the nation. 
That nation has since corrected many wrongs over the course of the past 
century, but it always sits poised on the brink, waiting to relapse back into the 
abyss. For blacks, there is always a fear that with a few strokes of a pen or a few 
coils of rope thrown over a tree, all of this progress can vanish. Can race 
relations ever be resolved, or do we sit in a bottle like a scorpion, forever stinging 
ourselves to death? With both Lincoln's bicentennial and the centennial of the 
riot approaching, we must return to the words of Springfield' s favored son in 
order to answer this: " .. .let us strive on to finish the work we are in, to bind up 
the nation's wounds ... to do all which may achieve and cherish a just and 
lasting peace among ourselves."207 
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'A BEAUTIFUL DREAM REALIZED': JOHNS. RICE AND THE SEVENTY-FIFTH 
ANNIVERSARY OF THE BA TfLE OF GETTYSBURG 
B RIAN MAITHEW JORDAN 
"We have real cause for being proud of our past and the heritage it has 
given us ... We have a rich past ... along with this heritage we have had thrust 
upon us a deep responsibility," John S. Rice said in 1959.1 Indeed, it was the 
same sense of deep responsibility that had motivated him in anticipation of 1938. 
That year marked the seventy-fifth anniversary of the cataclysmic, three-day 
battle that was waged in the fields and farm lanes surrounding the seat of his 
native Adams County, Pennsylvania. Rice's cognizance of the importance not 
only of the Battle of Gettysburg - but of commemorating it - led the state 
senator to introduce legislation providing for a state battle anniversary 
commission; soon thereafter, by virtue of a gubernatorial appointment, Senator 
Rice found himself the commission's chairman. In this capacity, Rice spurred 
interest in remembrance; he fostered connections with local, state, and federal 
leaders and organizations; he coordinated the construction of a vast "tent city" 
and secured amenities for the attendees; he organized the proceedings and 
crafted the program for a "final reunion" of the Blue and Gray; he arranged for 
the construction of the Eternal Light Peace Memorial. Finally, he accomplished 
each of these objectives efficiently, economically, and respectably. 
"I appreciate the senator's ability and I can think of no one better fitted 
to head this commission," Pennsylvania Governor George H. Earle declared 
before a group of his friends at the Hotel Gettysburg on Memorial Day 1935.2 
Rice was not present in the hotel's crowded lobby to receive his appointment; 
however, the news was probably no surprise.3 The Senator had invited the 
Governor and the entire State Senate to travel to Gettysburg for the Memorial 
Day Services held in the Soldiers' National Cemetery with the objective of 
securing support for the seventy-fifth anniversary commemoration.4 
Furthermore, this invitation came less than a month after Earle signed Rice's 
General Assembly Act 42, which passed unanimously and instructed the 
governor to appoint nine citizens to a state commission "to consider and arrange 
plans for a proper and fitting recognition and observance at Gettysburg." The 
commission would function without compensation and would invite the 
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cooperation of Congress. Finally, the legislation provided for a $15,000 
appropriation for the commission to commence its work. 5 
The senator introduced the legislation well aware that with his election 
to the State Senate in 1932, he had become Gettysburg's first representative in the 
body in twelve years.6 Moreover, he distinctly recalled the invitation of another 
Pennsylvania chief executive, Governor John Kinley Tener. When over fifty-
thousand Union and Confederate veterans met in Gettysburg in 1913, on the 
battle's fiftieth anniversary, Tener invited survivors to return in twenty-five 
years for a final, joint reunion.? Now, with an average of nearly nine hundred 
veterans expiring each year, it was imperative that a final gathering was 
organized to inter the inspiration of those veterans into the hearts of the living.8 
Perhaps as Amy J. Kinsel has noted, too, "Honoring, commemorating, even 
celebrating what might have been the most dangerous moment in a very 
dangerous war may have paradoxically reinforced the country's sense of 
accomplishment at surviving the ordeal."9 
Rice's commission was soon filled out with the appointments of Dr. 
Henry W.A. Hanson, the President of Gettysburg College; Major General 
Edward C. Shannon of Columbia, the Commanding General of the Pennsylvania 
National Guard; former Attorney General William F. Schnader of Philadelphia; 
attorney Victor C. Mather of Haverford; Gerald P. O'Neil, a hotel manager from 
Pittsburgh; Judge William S. McLean, of the Eleventh Judicial Circuit, from 
Wilkes-Barre; former United States · Senator George Wharton Pepper of 
Philadelphia, and Pennsylvania Adjutant General Frederick B. Kerr of 
Clearfield.l0 These appointments, each of which brought useful, specialized 
experience to the commission, were announced by Governor Earle on October 1, 
1935, and would be confirmed by the General Assembly the last day of June 
1936. 
Rice called the first organizational meeting of his shapely state 
commission on November 25, 1935 in Parlor D of the Penns-Harris Hotel in 
Harrisburg. A general outline was approved, a proposal for an Eternal Peace 
monument was discussed, and President Hanson offered the buildings of 
Gettysburg College, Rice's alma mater, for veterans' housing.11 The commission 
agreed to reconvene on January 23, 1936 at the State Capitol Building. However, 
a winter storm prevented Rice, Hanson, and Roy from making it to Harrisburg 
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that day. Rice telephoned the State Capitol, informing the other commission 
members who had assembled of the "impassible condition" of Harrisburg Road 
and postponed the meeting until February 20.12 When the commission did 
convene for a second time, an emblem for the commission was adopted, which 
featured two shields - one bearing the federal flag, the other depicting the 
Confederate banner. Intertwined were oak, laurel, and palm leaves, symbolizing 
honor, bravery, and peace. The circle which enclosed the symbol represented the 
eternity of the Union now preserved.B 
As chairman of the commission, the senator immediately began 
fostering connections with local, state, and national political leaders and 
veterans' organizations; indeed, even before he had received the official 
commission, he had been politicking for the commemoration. In April 1935, Rice 
and his wife, Luene, hosted the Senate's Democratic floor leader, Warren R. 
Roberts of Bethlehem, at their Gettysburg home. "I am happy to tell the people 
of this district that in Senator Rice they have an able and competent State 
Senator," Roberts told the Geth;sburg Times after his visit.14 Then, in November, 
chairman's commission in hand, Rice spoke to the fifth annual banquet of the 
Past Commanders and Past Presidents' Association of the Grand Army of the 
Republic at the Hotel Gettysburg. He invited the federal veterans' organization 
to play "an active part" in the reunion. Considering the widespread hesitancy of 
both Union and Confederate veterans' organizations to participate, this was an 
important appearance.J5 Rice spoke of plans for the reunion, the unknown 
intentions of which had fomented both the Northern and Southern anxieties. 
That evening, Rice attempted to allay these fears. "The battle between the right 
and wrong never ceases," the senator declared. He continued: 
Let us resolve to fight it with the same clear vision, the same 
undying courage that made immortal history on the hills 
surrounding the peaceful community of Gettysburg. Let us 
see to it that every day of our lives this country of ours shall 
have some new birth of freedom, freedom to prosper, freedom 
to be happy, freedom to know what a great adventure of 
goodness and charity this life of ours can be made.16 
Despite the persistence of the "Lost Cause" mythology and reconciliation tropes 
in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, federal veterans remained 
chary of participating in a celebration where the "Stars and Bars" would be 
unfurled. "Persistent opposition [was] agitated by individuals who nursed petty 
12 "State Group Fails to Meet," Gettysburg Times, 24 january 1936. 
13 Ibid., 18; see also Seventy-Fifth Anniversary Commission gummed label, in "75th Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Coin Design. 
Programs, Gummed Label" folder, JohnS. Rice Collection,. Adams County Historical Society. 
14 Gettysburg Times, 8 April1935, in "Pennsylvania State Senate 1932-1940, Newspaper Clippings" fo lder, JohnS. Rice Collection, 
Adams County Historical Society. 
1s On the hesitancy of these organizations to participate, see Gettysburg Battlefield Commission, Pennsylvania at Gettysburg, vol. 4, The 
Seventy-Fifth AnniverSilry of the Ba ttle of Gettysburg (Gettysbu rg: Times & News Publishing Co., Inc., 1939), 444-448, and Mitchell 
Yochelson, "The Great Reunion: The Seventy Filth Anniversary of Gettysburg," Prologue 24 (Summer 1992): 190-191. 
16 Gettysburg Times, 18 November 1935, in "Pennsylvania State Senate 1932-1940, Newspaper Clippings" folder, JohnS. Rice 
Collection, Adams County His torical Society. 
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thought of animosity and bitterness," the commission's final report recollected.J7 
Likewise, Confederate veterans were reluctant to endorse a "final reunion" on 
Pennsylvania's soil, which they believed would amount to a celebration of the 
federal triumph at Gettysburg - without their flag. 18 Rice had dispatched 
newspaperman Paul L. Roy, who was appointed the commission's executive 
secretary at its first meeting, to assuage the fears of the hardened old veterans in 
September. "It was a slow and tedious process to weld an amicable association 
of mutual interests in the Reunion," Roy reflected.l9 OnSeptember 2, 1935, he 
attended the forty-fifth reunion of the United Confederate Veterans at the 
Herring Hotel in Amarillo, Texas, where he was directed to speak with ninety-
year-old General Harry Rene Lee. The Adjutant General and Chief of Staff of the 
UCV, General Lee was launching a bid to become the organization's next 
commander-in-chief based upon his opposition to the pending Gettysburg 
reunion.2o Only after assuring Lee of the broad, noble goals of the reunion and 
its equal terms, including a provision allowing the Confederate flag to fly, did he 
finally endorse the "last opportunity to receive plaudit~ and praises of a grateful 
people."21 ( -~~ 
Securing approval from the Grand Army of'the Republic was just as 
difficult. A week after his success with the United Confederate Veterans in 
Amarillo, Roy traveled to the Pantlind Hotel Grand Rapids, Michigan to meet 
with Commander-in-Chief Alfred E. Stacey. Although Stacey personally 
endorsed the project, objections were raised by a contingent led by Iowa veteran 
James W. Willett, who rejected the proposed display of the Rebel flag at the 
reunion. Assembled in closed session, opponents withdrew from the balloting 
after much persuasion, and the GAR voted for reunion.22 "In the end they voted 
for brotherhood and the extreme sacrifice of friendship to admit the 
Confederacy's colors," concluded the Milwaukee Journal. "We are glad it is so; it 
is an example to us and future generations."23 
Continuing his campaign for reunion support, on March 12, 1936, Rice 
traveled by automobile from Gettysburg to the White House to meet with 
President Franklin D. Roosevelt. Accompanied by President Hanson, Victor 
Mather, Generals Shannon and Kerr, and Executive Secretary Paul L. Roy, 
Senator Rice explained his proposal for the grand reunion and asked for 
sanctioned, federal cooperation. Additionally, Gettysburg's representative in the 
United States House of Representatives, Harry L. Haines, who had arranged the 
meeting, spoke of his legislation to strike fifty-thousand commemorative coins 
17 Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the Pennsylvania Commission, 10. 
18 See "Dixie's Flag May Fly Again at Gettysburg," New York Times, 5 September 1935; ''Confederates Chary of Meeting Ex Foes," New 
York Times, 4 September 1935; "G.A.R. Votes Reunion with Confederates," Ne-w York Times, 13 September 1935. 
19 Roy, The Last Reunion of the Blue and Gray, 19. 
20 Rice and Mason, eds., Report of fhe Pennsyfvania Commission, 10-12. 
21 Ibid., 12. 
22 Ibid., 13; "G.A.R. Votes Reunion with Confederates," New York Times, 13 September 1935. 
23 
"The Flag They Fought Against," editorial, Milwaukee journal, 15 September 1935, in Gettysburg Battlefield Commission, 
Pennsylvania at Gettysburg, vol. 4, T1ze Seventy-Fifth Anniversary of the Battle of Gethjsburg, 444-446. 
-44-
and create a commemorative postage stamp.24 After the meeting, Victor Mather 
confided to Rice, "You were brief and to the point and I could see at once that the 
President was in sympathy as was shown by the manner in which he treated the 
entire matter."25 
Indeed, Roosevelt must have been impressed, for he responded to Rice 
with a firm endorsement of the reunion plans. "At Gettysburg in 1863 occurred 
the greatest battle ever fought on the American continent. ... Few remain who 
wore the Blue or the Gray on that historic occasion, but the valor and nobility ... 
will ever live among our cherished traditions," he declared.26 Roosevelt 
appointed a five member federal commission for the anniversary, consisting of 
Secretary of War Harry Woodring, Mississippi Governor Hugh White, U.S. 
Senator Joseph F. Guffey of Pennsylvania, Harry Haines, and U.S. Representative 
Marvin Jones of Texas, who was designated as the chairman.27 
Again, like President Roosevelt, Rice was aware of the historical weight 
of the reunion. His speech at the 1937 Memorial Day observance in Waynesboro 
seemed to transcend the day's events and speak simultaneously to the 
importance of the approaching ceremonials. Rice said that the remembrance of 
veterans served the "purpose of awakening again the memory of their deeds." 
Furthermore, he said, "by so doing, [we] stir in us a deeper appreciation and a 
spirit of emulation of the supreme sacrifices which they made for their fellow 
countrymen."28 
State commission meetings, likewise committed to the preservation of 
valor and nobility, continued throughout 1936. In the Senate Caucus Room at 
the State Capitol on June 30, Rice authorized the call for a joint meeting with 
Roosevelt's nascent federal commission. A month later, meeting at General 
Shannon's headquarters at Indiantown Gap, the state commission reviewed 
Pittsburgh artist Frank Vittor's fourteen models for Harry Haines' Gettysburg 
anniversary half-dollar. A subcommittee, consisting of Rice, Shannon, Kerr, and 
Roy, was appointed to complete the work of settling upon a coin design.29 By the 
end of the summer, after consultation with William Ludwig of the State Art 
Commission, a model depicting one Union soldier and one Confederate soldier 
- side by side and looking symbolically forward under the banner of 
"Liberty"- was selected. The reverse side of the coin bore a reproduction of the 
commission seaJ.30 That summer, in addition to the commemorative coins, the 
u "President Roosevelt Approves Plans for Anniversary, Reunion," Gettysburg Times, 12 March 1936. , 
25 Victor c. Mather to Johns. Rice, letter, 13 March 1936, in "75th Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Correspondence, 1936-1939 folder, John 
S. Rice Collection, Adams County Historical Society. 
26 Franklin Delano Roosevelt to JohnS. Rice, letter, 8 September 1936, in Ibid. 
27 "President Roosevelt Approves Plans for Anniversary, Reunion/' Gettysburg Times, 12 March 1936; Seventy~Fifth Ann~versary 
Commission letterhead, in "75th Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Invitations, Stationery, Proposal" folder, JohnS. Rice Collection, Adams 
County Historical Society. 
26 John s. Rice, transcript of speech at Waynesboro, PA, Memorial Day 1937, in "Pennsylvania State Senate 1932-1940 Newspaper 
Clippings" folder, john S. Rice Collection, Adams County Historical ~det~. . . , 
29 Rice and Mason, eds., Report of fl1c Pennsylvania Commission, 19-21; 'Speoal G-Burg Coms Wlll Sell for $1.65 Each, Gettysburg 
Times, I july 1936. _ _ " _ 
30 Ibid., 21; prints of coin design in "75th Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Com Des1gn, Program, Gummed Lab~l folder, JohnS. Rice 
Collection, Adams County Historical Society; "Coin Designs To Be Studied By Arts Group," Gettysburg T11nes, 29 July 1936. 
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publication of ten-thousand special, forty-eight page booklets, featuring 
photographs and information about the battlefield, was ordered.31 
On January 6, 1937, Rice and the commission returned to the Penns-
Harris Hotel for its most important meeting to dat~. ·.The chairman welcomed 
Governor Earle and Secretary of the Commonwealth Dcririd L. Lawrence as his 
guests for this luncheon meeting, in which he reported the commission's 
progress and suggested the conception of a "tent city" to house the veterans. 
Although President Hanson had graciously offered the buildings of Gettysburg 
College, responses to the initial questionnaires the commission disseminated to 
veterans suggested a turnout too burdensome for the dormitories.32 Earle 
listened with "keen interest" and recommended the construction of a model of 
the "modern, tented city."33 Offering the use of state equipment and employees, 
the governor proclaimed, "I think this reunion is one of the most marvelous and 
beautiful things that could happen. It will do more to bring about a united 
nation than any other thing we could have undertaken."34 A week later, in a 
letter to Rice, Earle was just as eager and supportive. "I feel that I hardly need to 
tell you how enthusiastic I am about Pennsylvania's observance," he wrote to 
Rice. "It is most fitting that we should take advantage of this opportunity .... I 
believe firmly that this observance will go down in Pennsylvania history as one 
of her great historical occasions."35 
The governor also participated in the first joint meeting of the federal 
and state commissions, held in Gettysburg on February 6, 1937. Unanimously, in 
recognition of his diligence and organization as state chairman, Senator Rice was 
elected chairman of the joint state-federal commission.36 The federal commission 
was just as enthusiastic about the pending program, especially the conception for 
an Eternal Peace memorial. The prime purpose of the memorial, according to the 
initial study commissioned by Rice, would be "to weld a closer spirit of 
friendliness and good fellowship."37 Six designs were submitted for the joint 
consideration of the commissions, the National Park Service, and the 
Pennsylvania Arts Commission.38 At the meeting, Rice also welcomed the 
"artistic opinion of experts" to determine both the memorial's location and 
design. "The site for the memorial ... must be selected with care[,] and we are 
anxious to be in harmony with [National Park Service] officials in all matters 
with respect to this project," Rice declared.39 In his initial study, Rice suggested 
3J Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the Pennsylvania Commission, 21; "Coin Designs To Be Studies By Arts Group," Gettysburg Times, 29 
july 1936. 
32 See "Earle Endorses Blue-Gray Fete, Promises Help," Gettysburg Times, 7 January 1937, and Yockelson, "The Great Reunion," 190-
191. 
33 lbid. 
34 Ibid.; see also Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the Pennsylvania Commission, 22. 
35 Governor George H. Earle to JohnS. Rice, letter, 15 January 1937, in "751h Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Correspondence, 1936-1939" 
folder, JohnS. Rice Collection, Adams County Historical Society. 
36 "Rice Heads Two Reunion Groups; Coin Approved," Geth;sburg Times, 7 February 1937. 
37 JohnS. Rice et al., Suggested Sh1dy of Eternal Light Peace Memorial (Gettysburg: Pennsylvania Seventy-Fifth Anniversary 
Commission, 1937), in "75th Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Invitations, Stationery, Proposal" folder, JohnS. Rice Collection, Adams 
County Historical Society. 
38 
"To Fix and Design and Location of Peace Memorial," Gettysburg Times, 30 July 1937. 
39 lbid. 
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placing the memorial on Big Round Top, one of the highest elevations on the 
battlefield.40 
A memorial committee, consisting of Rice, President Hanson, Victor 
Mather, and Gerald O'Neil, was appointed and met periodically the balance of 
the year. Together, they selected Paul P. Cret of Philadelphia as the architect.41 
Cret's design, presented to the commission in a series of seven renderings, called 
for the memorial to be erected on a terraced mound at the crest of Oak Hill, one 
of the most prominent features of the first day's battlefield. From the granite 
base of the memorial, 82 feet wide and 42 feet deep, would emerge a limestone 
shaft, twelve feet square and embossed with inscriptions. Capping the shaft 
would be a bronze burner providing for the flame of "Peace Eternal in a United 
Nation."42 "It is a very beautiful thing and will attract millions to Gettysburg," 
Governor Earle predicted when the state commission approved the design on 
November 4, 1937.43 Rice sent Earle, as well as President Roosevelt, a miniature 
plaster model of the Eternal Light Peace Memorial.44 The bid for the 
construction of the $60,000 memorial, which Rice celebrated as "the only one of 
its kind in the world which does not use an artificial substance for its lighting 
effect," went to the George A. Fuller Company.45 The commission sought a 
$5,000 donation from each state to defray the cost of construction. Governor 
George Peery of Virginia was the first to respond with an appropriation; funds 
also followed from New York, Indiana, Tennessee, Wisconsin, Illinois, and 
Pennsylvania.46 Construction was completed by June 1, 1938.47 
The conception and construction of the Eternal Flame Peace Memorial 
were only two components of Rice's work and the commission's duties. With 
over 2,000 aged veterans - each to be accompanied by an escort - planning to 
make their way to Gettysburg for the ceremonials, the foremost task became 
preparing adequate accommodations, as well as securing the assistance of local 
and state leaders in these preparations. With a $75,000 construction 
appropriation having passed the Pennsylvania General Assembly at Rice's 
request on May 5, 1937, the creation of the "tented city" commenced on April 26, 
1938. The work in the fields directly north of the College began with the labor of 
28 men; by the eve of the reunion, that workforce would swell to include 953 
individuals.48 The construction was supervised by Major Coleman B. Mark, the 
40 JohnS. Rice et al., Suggested Study of Eternal Light Peace Memorial, in "75th Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Invitations, Stationery, 
Proposal" folder, JohnS. Rice Collection, Adams County Historical Society. 
41 Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the Pennsylvania Commission, 23-28. 
42 "$60 000 'Peace' Memorial to be Finished June 1," Gettysburg Times, 31 December 1937. 
43 "Sta;e Commission Approves Design for Peace Memorial," Gettysburg Times, 5 November 1937; Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the 
Pennsylvania Commission, 28-31. . . 
44 Franklin Delano Roosevelt to JohnS. Rice, letter, 25 May 1938, and Governor George H. Earle to JohnS. Rtce, letter, 16 May 1938, m 
"75th Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Correspondence 1936-1939" folder, JohnS. Rice. Collection, Adams County ~ist~rical Society .. 
45 "Open Peace Memorial Bids," Gettysburg Times, 21 January 1938; "4 Camps W1ll Be Erected for Battle Reumon, Gettysburg Tunes, 
15 March 1938. 
46 (Hanover, PA) Evening Sun, 5 July 1938; Roy, "Report of the Executive Secretary" in Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the Pennsylvania 
Commission. 
47 Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the Pennsylvania Commission, 31-32. "Open Peace Memorial Bids," Gettysburg Times, 21 January 1938; 
"4 Camps Will Be Erected for Battle Reunion," Gettysburg Times, 15 March 1938. . 
4s Roy, The Last Reunion of the Blue and Gray, 34-35; Stan Cohen, Hands Across the Wall: The 50th and 75th Reunwns of The Gettysburg 
Battle (Charleston, WV: Pictorial Histories Publishing Company, Inc., 1982), 41. 
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superintendent of the Indiantown Gap Military Reservation, the installment 
which had also provided the labor.49 Five sawmills produced the boards for the 
tent floors and the labyrinth of sidewalks installed in the Union and Confederate 
camps; these sidewalks, extending nearly eight miles in total length, would be 
illuminated by 396 street lamps.50 "There is now arising a veritable city 
community with living accommodations for 6,000 persons," noted Professor 
Robert Fortenbaugh on June 15, 1938.51 The "veritable city" included three 
kitchen tents and 55 mess tents, which were supported by ten miles of waterlines 
and twenty-five miles of electric light wire.52 Fifty telephones were installed in 
the veterans' camps, necessitating the placement of over thirty miles of telephone 
lines. 53 In anticipation of construction, Senator Rice had met with the Gettysburg 
Water Company to arrange an agreement on October 21, 1937, just as he would 
meet with other utilities companies - specifically the telephone service and the 
Gettysburg Gas Company - as the reunion neared. 54 
Rice also worked closely with President Hanson, who again had placed 
the entire Gettysburg College campus at the commission's disposal without 
cost.55 Naturally, with both veterans' camps located on the northern bounds of 
college property - the Union veterans' camp situated between the Biglerville 
and Mummasburg Roads, and the Confederate veterans' camp located between 
the Mummasburg Road and the Reading Railroad tracks - Gettysburg College 
would play "host to the nation."56 College historian Charles H. Glatfelter notes 
that when the 1938 spring term concluded, the state and federal commissions 
assumed control of the grounds and buildings.57 The edifices were quickly 
designated for specific functions. Glatfelter Hall was slated as the general 
headquarters for the reunion, with the National Broadcasting Company 
occupying the top floor to disseminate the proceedings internationally; 
McKnight and Weidensall Halls were to be used by the print media; Huber Hall 
was allocated as the headquarters for the state commission and Governor Earle; 
Eddie Plank Gymnasium was selected as sleeping quarters for the Army Band.58 
Once again, Pennsylvania Hall was to serve as a hospital,59 "Gettysburg College 
has entered wholeheartedly into the preparation for the celebration of the final 
49 Robert Fortenbaugh, "In The Nation's Eye," The Lutheran, 15 June 1938, 3. 
50 Roy, The Last Reunion of the Blue and Gray, 34-35. 
s1 Fortenbaugh, "In The Nation's Eye," The Lutheran, 15 June 1938, 3. 
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53 (Hanover, PA) Evening Sun, 29 June 1938, clipping in "1938 Reunion of the Blue and Gray at Gettysburg PA" scrapbook, Laclan 
Krebs Collection, Gettysburg National Military Park Archives, Gettysburg, P A. 
54 Rice and Mason, eds., Report of the Pennsylvania Commission, 28-37. 
55 Fortenbaugh, "In The Nation's Eye," 3. 
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Reunion of the Blue and Gray," President Hanson told the Board of Trustees at 
its annual spring meeting in June. "In an age when old landmarks are forgotten 
and creative beliefs ... have been placed on the side lines[,] I have looked 
forward to the coming celebration as the occasion when a real contribution will 
be made to American life and thought."60 
President Hanson also told the Board of Trustees something 
illuminating about the work of his friend, John S. Rice. "The ample provision 
made for [the] comfort, health, and for entertainment [of the veterans] makes the 
celebration the most elaborate ever planned," he said.61 Indeed, when the 
veterans' trains would begin arriving on the Western Maryland Railroad and 
Reading Line on June 29, the old men and their attendants would find that "all 
[was] in readiness."62 Each veteran and his attendant would be provided with a 
well-ventilated canvas tent, nine feet by nine feet, outfitted with a screen door, 
mosquito netting, two iron cots, pillows, linen, woolen blankets, electric lamps, a 
water pitcher, rugs, two chairs with rubber seat pads, soap, towels, an umbrella, 
and a walking cane.63 "Everything humanly possible has been done to make [the 
veterans and observers] comfortable," the Philadelphia Inquirer editorialized.64 
Even the traffic patterns and parking configurations were considered. After 
consultation with Rice, the Pennsylvania Motor Police, led by Commissioner 
P.W. Foote, undertook a detailed traffic survey, considering potential problems 
within a thirty-five mile radius of Gettysburg. When the observers and 
participants began arriving, the Motor Police ensured that the traffic flowed.65 
Train schedules were coordinated, too, and for onlookers, special excursion 
trains ordered. These trains left York, Thomasville, Spring Grove, and Hanover 
d db th · · n66 at special times an rates arrange y e comm1ssw . 
Upon their arrival, the veterans' trains were met by government 
officials, the National Guard, Boy Scout troops, doctors, and Red Cross nurses. 
"I was reminded of a housewife expecting company," Annette Tucker, wife of 
the last surviving Confederate veteran of Manatee County, Florida, recalled. She 
continued: 
[The housewife] busies herself cleaning, baking, and seeing 
that everything is in order for her guests. This was the atmosphere 
60 Gettysburg College Board of Trustees, Meeting Minutes, 4 June 1938, in Special Collections, Musselman Library, Gettysburg 
College, Gettysburg, P A. 
::~;~~delphia Inquirer, 29 June 1938, clipping in "1938 Reunion of the Blue and Gray at Gettysburg, PA" scrapbook, Laclan Krebs 
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in which we were surrounded when we arrived \in ·Gettysburg. The 
nation was ready. Gettysburg was prepared.67 ' 
From the train platforms, volunteer female college students would show the 
veterans to their quarters, where they would have two days respite before the 
festivities commenced. The Boy Scouts would take the luggage and deliver it to 
the respective camp sites. 68 
"If ever a history is written of this reunion," the Philadelphia Evening 
Bulletin remarked, "there should be a special page for a tale of the Boy Scouts ... 
[who were) at the constant beck and call of the veterans as page boys."69 Rice 
and the Pennsylvania state commission had invited 200 scouts from the York-
Adams Area Council to serve at the reunion. They were divided into four troops 
of six patrols; each troop was led by a Scoutmaster and two assistant 
Scoutmasters, and worked in three, eight-hour shifts as guides, servers, escorts, 
information liaisons, and errand runners. A special blue and gray neckerchief 
was developed for the occasion.7° Fifteen-year-old Robert Fortenbaugh, Jr., 
whose father taught History at Gettysburg College, was one of the boy scouts 
who assumed these roles. With his father's connection to Civil War history, he 
became an obvious choice to serve as a battlefield guide. "I and a couple of 
others were assigned to go on buses with the veterans as they toured the field, 
and I would explain to them where they were and a little bit about that particular 
day's actions .... " Fortenbaugh recalled. "I was basically a guide, and these 
people were very old so they didn't want to get too many technical details. They 
just wanted to basically try to remember where they might have been." 71 
In addition to the Boy Scouts, other organizations and individuals 
contributed to the safety, security, and order of the veterans' camps. Medical 
attention was provided by members of the First Medical Regiment from Carlisle 
and the Pennsylvania National Guard. "They went through hell and all I wanted 
to do was treat them like gold," Angelo Barraco, of the First Medical Regiment, 
reflected.72 Between 50 and 60 plainclothes detectives provided by the State 
Police wandered the camps to detect crime - by the end of the reunion, ten 
people were arrested for pick-pocketing.73 
Life in the camps was regimented. Veterans were not to be unattended 
by their escorts, and the government threatened to discharge those escorts who 
neglected their duties. At designated times, meals were served on paper dishes 
67 Tucker, "The Gettysburg Reunion," typed reminiscences, in folder 11 -62b, "75th Anniversary & Grand Reunion 1938- Participant 
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68 lbid . 
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71 Robert Fortenbau gh, Jr ., telephone in terview conducted by Stephen Kaiser, 25 April2007, Gettysbwg, PA. A transcri p t of this 
interview appears in Appendix C. 
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in mess tents with long board tables and long board benches.74 During the 
reunion, 12,000 pounds of beef, 1,400 pounds of broiled ham, 13,000 pounds of 
lamb, 4,000 pounds of seafood, and 1,000 pounds of scrapple were served .7s 
Vegetarian options were also available. One veteran, apparently unaware that 
his doctor had placed him on a vegetable diet for health reasons, grumbled, "I 
hadn't any idea these people would be so short of meat. If I'd thought they were 
as bad off as this, I'd have brought up some hogs from my smokehouse."76 Of 
course, even with the attendance of 1,950 Union and Confederate veterans, there 
was no shortage of sustenance.77 
Again, the first two days in camp were days for the rest of veterans and 
attendants; however, Rice and the commission provided for battlefield tours with 
licensed guides (in addition to the trained Scouts) for those who were willing 
and able.78 For the historical entertainment of those unable to tramp around the 
battlefield, Orville Mullis, an Abraham Lincoln impersonator from Decatur, 
Illinois, made his rounds and visited with the veterans.79 The commission also 
arranged for an afternoon tea for female escorts on June 30. Held on the lawn 
near one of the mess halls, each attendee was given "a beautiful corsage tied with 
a ribbon and pin suitable to pin on."80 To conquer the heat, blue and gray fans 
bearing images of Lee's Headquarters, Meade's Headquarters, and the Lincoln 
Speech Memorial were distributed.81 It was "a very pretty affair carried out in a 
nice manner," recalled Annette Tucker. "I thought it was sweet of them to do 
that, but we were met at every turn with unexpected courtesies that we enjoyed 
and appreciated so much."82 Senator Rice's wife, Luene, along with Mrs. Hanson 
and Mrs. Earle, would serve as the official hostesses, both for the tea and the 
entire reunion. They were assisted by nine female college students.83 
Two additional "unexpected courtesies" were provided for the veterans 
in the form of souvenirs. First, handsomely bound program booklets were 
distributed. The three color emblem of the state commission graced the cover of 
the books, which featured reproduced, handwritten welcome messages from 
President Roosevelt, Governor Earle, Secretary of War Woodring, and Chairman 
Rice. These messages were centered on the page under their official 
7
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photographs. "It is a privilege and an honor to welcome you to Gettysburg," 
Rice wrote in his message addressed to the Blue and Gray. '"Your reunion' will 
inspire us through the years to come."84 Short messages were also interspersed 
from the nation's governors. Second, in stout, leather presentation cases, official 
reunion badges were provided. A blue and gray ribbon, held in place by a 
bronze crossbar bearing the veteran's name, hung beneath an eagle bearing the 
symbols of the Union and Confederate forces.85 
Finally, after two days of rest, conversation, and rounds of gin rummy, 
it was time for the program to commence. On July 1, in the College Stadium, 
"Reunion Day," consisting primarily of welcoming speeches, began with the 
United States Army Band in concert from 1:00 to 2:00 p.m.86 At 2:00p.m., Senator 
Rice welcomed the crowd, which was followed by the singing of "America" and 
an invocation from GAR Chaplain Martin Stone of Jamestown, New York. 
Following the prayer, Rice delivered his opening address.87 "If we derive from 
this reunion renewed faith, renewed patriotism, renewed devotion to our 
beloved united Country, this reunion will not have been in vain," Rice declared.88 
Following Chairman Rice's speech, brief remarks were delivered by the 
governor, whom Rice had extolled in introducing, and Secretary of War Harry 
Woodring.89 But before the governor arose to speak, his chair gave way, sending 
him tumbling to the floor of the platform. Pulling himself up with a grin, he 
allegedly said, "Now I'm a Gettysburg veteran, too!"90 Humor aside, the 
emotional apogee of the first day's ceremony were the salutes to and addresses 
by Dr. Overton H. Mennet, the Commander-in-Chief of the GAR, and General 
John M. Claypool, the Commander-in-Chief of the UCV. The UCV Chaplain, J.J. 
Melthvin of Andarko, Oklahoma, delivered the closing prayer. The service was 
sealed with the singing of the National Anthem.91 
The second day of the program was designated as "Veterans' Day." At 
1:30 p.m., a street parade, seven miles in length, stepped off. Led by Grand 
Marshal Major General Edward C. Shannon, the parade attempted to meld the 
veterans of the Civil War with those of subsequent conflicts; it featured squads 
provided by the American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, United Spanish 
War Veterans, and Disabled American Veterans of Eastern America. Other units 
in the parade were occupied by the state and federal commissions, the 
Gettysburg Borough Council and Mayor Heiges, as well as Mennet and 
B4 See 75th Anniversary of the Battle of Gettysburg Program Booklet, original in "751h Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Program Booklet" 
folder, JohnS. Rice Collection, Adams County Historical Society. 
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Claypool. The procession was set to the cadence of the United States Army Band 
and Drum Corps.92 That evening, speeches celebrating the theme of 
comradeship among veterans of all wars were preceded by an hour of music 
rovided by the U.S. Marine Band in the College Stadium. Chairman Rice 
rntroduced each of the speakers, and President Hanson delivered the invocation. 
Mennet and Claypool again addressed the crowds, as did representatives of each 
of the veterans' groups that participated in the parade.93 
As with the battle itself, the climax of the entire reunion was reached on 
Sunday, July 3, which was designated as "President and Peace Memorial Day."94 
The day began with optional services at the Christ Lutheran Church on 
Chambersburg Street, where at 8:00 a.m., Professor Robert Fortenbaugh 
delivered an address, "The Lutheran Institutions in the Battle of Gettysburg." 
The sanctuary was opened for silent prayer from 10:00 a.m. to 1:15 p.m., and 
again from noon to 4:00 p.m.95 For Catholic participants, a military fi~ld m~ss 
was arranged in the College Stadium with the pastor from St. Francis Xavier 
Church.96 The central event, however, took place that evening at 6:30 p.m. on 
Oak Hill: the dedication of the Eternal Light Peace Memorial. A crowd of over 
250,000 people began assembling at 10:00 a.m.97 At 4:30 p.m., the U.S. Marine 
Band provided a one hour concert, which was followed by a 21 gun salute 
announcing the arrival of President Roosevelt. He was motored directly to the 
platform after a rail journey from Hyde Park.98 This was an event of great 
excitement, even for ardent Republicans, according to Ruth Fortenbaugh Craley, 
the daughter of Professor Fortenbaugh. Ten years old at the time, she recalled 
watching the president's arrival from the roof of their Broadway Street home. 
"Even though my father was not a Roosevelt person ... I was still aware that we 
were seeing a president come by and who he was and all of that excitement," she 
recalled. "Just the feeling of being part of that huge, huge, huge crowd [was 
exciting]."99 
In his opening address on this day of "excitement," Rice celebrated a 
dream becoming a reality. He also spoke to the larger themes of reunion before 
introducing Governor Earle, who likewise spoke of realized dreams. "Why are 
they here, and why are we here?" the governor asked. "I will tell you, we are all 
here and they are all here to tell our State and Nation and World that for seventy-
five years these men have healed all the wounds that existed between them and 
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have bound themselves together in the cause of peace." Earle then introduced 
the president, lauding Roosevelt for his "efficient direction" of the government 
and "matchless desire for peace." 100 Roosevelt then spoke of deeds and words 
immortal abounding over the fields of Gettysburg, and to the new, fundamental 
challenge of unity and reunion. 101 Further demonstrating the efficiericy of the 
program implemented by Rice and the commission, during Roosevelt's speech, 
National Guardsmen rushed into the crowds to carry fainting and weary 
veterans to aid. "[Calls of] 'Make way there,' and 'stand aside,' punctuated 
[Roosevelt's] speech," noted the Philadelphia Record.w2 
Finally, the most visible and, appropriately, "eternal" legacy of Rice's 
commission was unveiled; an oversized American flag obscuring its limestone 
shaft was slowly removed by one Union and one Confederate veteranJD3 GAR 
Chaplain Stone delivered a closing prayer before 48 airplanes from Langley Field 
simulated an aerial attack on Gettysburg, dropping flares and consuming the sky 
with searchlights. Modem military demonstrations continued on Independence 
Day, with a special military drill by the Third U.S. Cavalry, a Battery drill by the 
Sixth Field Artillery, and a final, "national" salute of 48 guns. That evening, from 
Oak Hill, fireworks polluted the sky.104 And then, it was over. Veterans boarded 
the trains, the camps were taken down by the same armies that installed them, 
and the memories of the last, joint meeting of the Blue and Gray became the stuff 
of legend. 
"What is exemplified at Gettysburg ... could not occur anywhere else 
in the world but in the United States," the New York Times editorialized. "The 
reconciliation and reunion of the men who fought here, the bitterness which has 
been translated into everlasting friendship- these are truly Americanisms."Jos 
"The tramp, tramp of marching veterans ... on the field of Gettysburg in 1938 
will reverberate far beyond the confines of that historic spot," the Christian 
Science Monitor contended.l06 "Gettysburg's program was carried through 
admirably, but what happened there within the last week will live in the 
memories of those present," the Harrisburg Telegraph responded.107 
Reactions to the reunion consisted not only of these abstract, often 
patriotic responses; reactions nearly unanimously heaped praise on John Rice 
and the commission. Attendees were the most decided. "We do not think there 
will ever be another such meeting in this world, not until we meet on the 
Heavenly Shores, will North, South, East and West, black and white, be united in 
one such common gathering as we experienced as your guests in Gettysburg," 
100 Jo~n ~- Ri~e and George H. ~arle, tran~cript of remarks, 3 July 1938, in "751h Anniversary, Blue & Gray, Speeches, 3 July 1938 
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one veteran and his attendant wrote to Rice. "In our estimation, everything done 
was as nearly perfect as it was humanly possible to have it."108 Elizabeth R. 
Fausett, on behalf of her father, Benjamin McCain Robinson, wrote to Rice, "We 
southerners are supposed to specialize in hospitality, but we don't feel we could 
have added one thing to the Pennsylvania type of hospitality."109 Flora Stersh, 
President of a Phoenix, Arizona chapter of the United Daughters of the 
Confederacy, thanked Rice for a "marvelous trip" and a "riveting ... walk on the 
grounds of those great old men."110 In her typed reminiscences of the reunion, 
Annette Tucker concluded that the reunion, "forever and always" would "be a 
benediction" on her life, and that it would "take a lifetime to use up all the good 
[she] received [and] the inspiration [she] caught."lll The UCV, coming full circle 
after its initial reticence, noted that "each veteran received every attention 
possible, the comfort of all was of the best while on the way, in attendance, and 
on the return trip, and the food was excellent, well prepared, and conveniently 
served."112 Charles A. Shaffer called the reunion an "epoch-making celebration." 
"From the moment the engraved invitation was received and we found ourselves 
magically on the way to Gettysburg, to the hour when we returned ... every 
detail was so amazingly worked out for our pleasure and comfort that it seemed 
a beautiful dream realized."IJ3 
Officials, participants, and correspondents were also unanimous in their 
praise of Rice and the commission. "May I congratulate you and your 
commission on its farsighted vision and its ability to coordinate," Major General 
J.K. Parsons, U.S. Army, wrote to Rice.114 For the medical regiment, commander 
Paul R. Hawley reflected, "I have never . . . worked under more pleasant 
circumstances than during the Blue and Gray reunion - both in the planning 
and in the execution. One important result of this effort, to me, is the 
demonstration that civil and military agencies can work together in perfect 
harmony."115 A.A. Schechter, the Director of News and Special Events for the 
National Broadcasting Company, likewise thanked Rice for the cooperative 
environment. "Having worked with a good many commissions in my day on 
such affairs, I want to tell you honestly that this was one of the best handled jobs 
I have ever encountered .... " 116 Perhaps the most flattering review considered 
Rice's fiscal management. After the reunion, the state commission would return 
$435,529 of unused funds; this was an unexpended balance of 36% of the total 
appropriation offered. "Now just suppose that all the spending agencies of the 
government were to follow the lead of this modest Gettysburg commission .... If 
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the Gettysburg plan were to become universal we should face not a deficit of 
$2,000,000,000, but a surplus of $2,000,000,000," the Baltimore Sun editorialized 
"Evidently, what this country needs most are more Gettysburg corhmissiohs."l17 . 
After the passage of nearly seventy-five years, the mere(v~fumeof these 
responses evinces the leadership, foresight, vision, and commitrli.-~nt of the state 
commission and its chairman, Senator John S. Rice. In a life journey that would 
take him from his father's farm in Upper Adams County to the Ambassadorship 
of the Netherlands, perhaps no event encapsulated his life as perfectly as did his 
efforts in organizing the final reunion of the Blue and Gray at Gettysburg in 1938. 
His devotion to Gettysburg and his consignment of importance to the reunion -
an importance for him that transcended both time and place - were clear from 
the commission's inception and his first appeals and appropriations. His 
commitment to implementing a memorable program and erecting the Eternal 
Light Peace Memorial on the battlefield were likewise driven by these deeply-
held fidelities. Also clear from the beginning was his dexterity in organization 
and coordination. Rice's commission moved logically, knowledgeably, and 
presciently, securing important political, pecuniary, and public support for the 
reunion. Doing so met making arrangements and fostering agreements with the 
National Guard, the Boy Scouts, Gettysburg College, the President of the United 
States, Congressman Haines, the First Medical Regiment, utility companies, and 
an array of veterans' organizations. Once these arrangements were made, 
cooperation and moderation became the cornerstones of success, providing for a 
hospitable, welcoming, and ultimately efficient environment. In that 
environment, a dignified program which melded the past, present, and future 
was carried out with fiscal restraint and personal humility. Never did Rice allow 
the limelight to shine on him; while content to be working alongside notable 
leaders and public figures, he was consistently deferential in his remarks and in 
his actions. He was loath to take credit for anything, and quick to delegate 
appreciation for everything. So in summary, devotion to Gettysburg, ambitious 
commitment to a dream, organization and coordination, moderation, dignity, 
hospitality, humility, and fiscal responsibility - these were the hallmarks of 
JohnS. Rice. 
On August 7, 1985, John S. Rice's funeral was held at the Christ 
Lutheran Church, where decades before, visitors flocking to the unveiling of the 
Eternal Light Peace Memorial paused in prayer. Rev. Herman G. Stuempfle, the 
President of the Lutheran Theological Seminary, delivered the eulogy. As a 
young seminarian, Stuempfle had sought a job laboring for the state commission 
in 1938. In the eulogy, he related the story. "He asked me why I wanted the job 
and I told him, 'So I may buy my girl a ring,"' Stuempfle recalled. "[Rice] said, 
'It sotmds good to me."' 118 This simple story, interpolated into a eulogy, is 
further evidence of the personality and work of JohnS. Rice. The scores of letters 
117 
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he received, the programs he saved, and the speeches he delivered, all tucked 
into archival boxes at the Adams County Historical Society, also stand 
collectively as a measure of the man. Likewise, further evidence exists in both 
the Gettysburg College dormitory dedicated to his memory and the granite 
cornerstone of the Eternal Light Peace Memorial on Oak Hill, into which is 
carved his name. But Stuempfle may have had something more for us. He 
concluded his eulogy by altering the ending of a Rudyard Kipling poem: 
.. . If you can talk with crowds and keep your virtue, 
Or walk with kings - nor lose the common touch, 
If neither foes nor loving friends can hurt you, 
If all men count with you, but none too much; 
If you can fill the unforgiving minute 
With sixty seconds worth of distance run, 
Yours is the earth and even;thing that's in it 
And -which is more -you'll be like JohnS. Rice, my son!119 
Stuempfle's rendition of Kipling stands as an abstract of the work of J~ht"l S. Rice 
as chairman of state commission for the commemoration of the battle. Along 
with the continuously flickering beacon which hovers over Rice's beloved alma 
mater, it reminds us of the man whose effort in organizing a final reunion 6f the 
Blu~ and Gray allowed the event to become - in the words of Charles A. Shaffer 
- "a beautiful dream realized." 12D 
119 lbid. 
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"WHAT GOOD CAN THERE BE IN THIS KIND OF HUMAN?" 
SPANISH JUSTIFICATION FOR THE CONQUEST OF THE )~MERICAS 
',, ' I 
jACK PliTENGER 
The Spanish conquest of the Americas was one of the most brutal 
episodes in human history. Entire cultures of American natives were suppressed, 
murdered, raped, and enslaved by Spanish conquistadors on an incessant quest 
for precious metals and other material wealth. The devastation wrought upon 
the natives was so great that some Spaniards felt that what they were doing 
violated God's will and was naturally and morally wrong, but they were vastly 
outnumbered. The majority saw it as their right, duty, and privilege to conquer 
and subject these millions of people to Spanish rule. Since they were trying to 
justify their case to sovereigns and a public that were thousands of miles away, 
they had to convey their reports regarding the natives in a favorable light. This 
often resulted in grossly exaggerated or even outright false reports regarding the 
behavior and customs of the natives. The conquistadors were eager to prove that 
what they were perpetrating on the natives was in fact completely justified and 
morally acceptable. As a result, the Spanish conquistadors dehumanized and 
demeaned the natives in their accounts of the conquest with the goal of making 
their actions seem justified and morally correct. 
One of the major claims that the Spaniards made to dehumanize the 
Amerindians to a distant Spanish audience was a myriad of declarations creating 
the perception that the vast majority, if not all, of the natives encountered on the 
voyages were in fact cannibals. Hernan Cortes, leader of the Spanish conquest of 
the Mexica in present-day Mexico, made many mentions of cannibalism in his 
letters back to Spain. He remarked that the natives of Zautla " ... are all cannibals, 
of which I send your majesty no evidence because it is so infamous."1 However, 
Anthony Pagden, editor of Cortes' letters, takes note that there is no conceivable 
way Cortes could have encountered any cannibalistic tribes on any of his 
voyages, with the only consumption of human flesh he could have potentially 
witnessed being highly ritualized partial cannibalism taking place after sacrifices 
of captured enemy warriors.2 Thus, it appears here that Cortes willingly 
acknowledged that he had zero tangible evidence to back up his claims, but also 
that he felt no need to produce any to the king based on hearsay, as the 
cannibalism of the natives was apparently so well-known throughout the world. 
Pedro de Cieza de Leon was one of the conquistadors under Francisco 
Pizarro in Peru, taking part in the conquest of the Incas. He reported at one point 
witnessing in the pots of the Indians " ... some human feet and hands could be 
1 Hernan Cortes, Letters From Mexico, Anthony Pagden, ed. (New York: Grossman Publishers, 1971), 146. 
2 Cortes, Letters, 480. 
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seen among the meat that they took out to eat."3 Cieza de Leon did make an 
important point regarding the perception of some Spaniards of the desire of the 
natives to change, though. He acknowledged that, while cannibalism had existed 
in Peru in centuries past, when the Incas had risen to power they had devoted 
themselves to ridding the natives of their area of the savagery of cannibalism. 
Later, he made another interesting point in his writings. He acknowledged, as 
noted above, that the Incas no longer practiced cannibalism. However, he 
realized why so many Spaniards would include such falsehoods and lies 
regarding the eating of human flesh in their accounts of their experiences in 
Peru. Cieza de Leon surmised in part two of his chronicle4 that the Spaniards lied 
so as "to hide our own shortcomings and justify the ill treatment they have 
suffered at our hands."s Thus, the conquistadors themselves acknowledged that 
at times they have twisted the truth or been blatantly dishonest in their 
representation of the natives, all in the quest to justify their actions against the 
native peoples. 
The claims of cannibalism were not limited to the later conquests of the 
Incas and the Mexica, however. Christopher Columbus's men also reported 
encountering various brutal customs amongst the locals that they encountered in 
the Caribbean. Michele da Cuneo, one of Columbus's friends and lieutenants 
made some interesting observations in a 1495 letter back to Spain. He remarked 
that the Spaniards suspected that eleven of their lost comrades (who had gone 
missing while exploring an island) were "eaten by those cannibals, who are 
accustomed to doing that."6 He further observed that they later encountered two 
boys who had their genitals removed, which da Cuneo surmised was done "to 
fatten them up and eat them later."7 
There are a couple of interesting points to be noted about da Cuneo's 
observations. First and foremost, any references to cannibalism are likely false, or 
at the very least exaggerated by the Spanish observers. This is owing to the fact 
that Columbus potentially never ventured onto a Carib island or even met one 
within two and a half years of initially learning of their existence.8 Controversial 
evidence exists regarding anthropological and archaeological studies of the area, 
as some contend that no village sites of the Caribs have been excavated, while 
others claim that the sites that have been excavated are Carib and show no signs 
of cannibalism.9 
3 Pedro de Cieza de LeOn, The Discovery and Conquest of Pent. Alexandra Panna Cook and David Noble Cook, eds. (Durham: Duke 
University Press, 1998), 59. . 
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Also, da Cuneo notes later in the account, with horrifying detail, an 
episode where he brutally rapes a native woman,10 and even later on talks about 
how the individual Spaniards took as many captives from the main group as 
they wished,ll as if they were simply pieces of property of which the best were to 
be selected for personal use. It seems as though da Cuneo established early in his 
letter that the natives are fierce and brutal cannibals. Thus, he could be 
conveying the idea that immediately upon encountering the Amerindians, it can 
be deduced that they are inferior, and his rape and enslavement of these inferior 
people is entirely justified and not morally questionable in any way. 
Concerning cannibalism in the Caribbean, an interesting and somewhat 
ironic dichotomy existed. Among the Island-Caribsl2 cannibalism did exist to 
some extent but it took on a similar meaning as it did in the Aztec traditions. 
Island-Carib warriors believed that by eating the flesh of defeated opponents, 
they would acquire some of their adversary's physical and military skiJJ.13 It is a 
far cry from rampant cannibalism as a normal part of a diet, however, which is 
the perception that many of the Spaniards seem to offer in their accounts. It is 
interesting, though, to contrast this mentality towards cannibalism with a 
Spanish view that it is a distinct fear that to be cannibalized is to be assimilated 
and absorbed, a horrifying thought for men so far from home in such a foreign 
land, according to Stephen Greenblatt.l4 This acute fear of being assimilated into 
the body of another is a fascinating contrast with the native goal of assuming 
characteristics of another by ingesting some small amount of his flesh. 
Even more examples can be found in the accounts of the conquistadors, 
from Cortes reporting native warriors using roasted babies as provisions,l5 to 
Amerigo Vespucci reporting that the natives eat very little flesh unless it is that 
of humans.l6 Vespucci and Bernal Diaz del Castillo even went to such extremes 
as reporting that they had seen native butcher shops with human meat hanging 
in the windowsY While there were documented cases of cannibalism among the 
Aztecs, this was in highly ritualized ceremonies of war captives after sacrifices.l8 
Beyond this, however, there is little verifiable evidence that any of the Indians 
the Spaniards encountered practiced cannibalism on a routine basis. 
This naturally raises the question, why the Spaniards were so insistent 
on portraying the natives as cannibals? There are a couple of different 
explanations for this, but they are all essentially related. Marvin Lunenfeld 
surmises that "accusations of cannibalism by 'primitive' peoples [were] a device 
10 da Cuneo, "News", 89. 
l1 da Cuneo, "News", 95. 
12 lsland-Caribs is a phrase coined to differentiate between mainland Caribs and the people Columbus actually did encotmter. 
13 Rouse, TI1c Tainos, 22. 
14 Stephen Greenblatt, Marvelous Possessions: The Wonder of the New World (Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1991), 136. 
15 Cortes, Letters, 245. 
16 Amerigo Vespucci, The Letters of Amerigo Vcspucd and Other Documents l/lustrative of His Career. Translated by Clements R. 
Markham. (New York: Burt Franklin, 1964), 11. 
11 Vespucd, Letters, 47, and Bernal Diaz del Castillo, Cortez and the Conquest of Mexico by the Spaniards in 1521 (Hamden, Cf: Linnett 
Books, 1988), 35. 
18 Ross Hassig, Aztec Warfare: Imperial Expansion and Political Control (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1998), 121. 
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to make conquest and exploitation morally legitimate"19 and that "men who ate 
other men were never thought to be quite human."20 Kirkpatrick Sale, among 
other scholars, believes that the Spaniards found what they wanted to find, and 
took any suspect (at best) evidence that existed in support of their preconceived 
notions and simply extrapolated and exaggerated.21 Sale further notes that it 
" ... of peoples whose lands were seen as increasingly desirable .. .it is always 
convenient to regard foreign populations as inferior ... how positively fortuitous, 
then, that they ... provide evidence of their inferiority ... three times a day, with 
every meal."22 By portraying the natives as primitive savages, or not even full 
human beings, who took pleasure in eating other people, the Spaniards had a 
much easier time adjusting to the idea that these were people who deserved 
conquering, and that what they were doing was just and right. 
There is a related theory to this as Stephen Greenblatt offers the idea 
that "The wonder aroused by cannibals is twofold; it lies in the uncanny 
conjunction of native intelligence and inhumanity, and again in the uncanny 
power of enslavement to humanize."23 Essentially, Greenblatt is stating in the 
first part of the quote that cannibalism offers a fascinating dichotomy in that 
Europeans respect, to some degree, the intelligence of the natives and are thus all 
the more surprised at their capacity for savagery. The second part of the quote is 
more telling, however. Greenblatt is of the opinion that the Spaniards felt that the 
only way to rid the Indians of their cannibalistic tendencies and thus make them 
'human' again is to enslave them and show them the ways of Christianity. In 
short, the Spaniards are so fascinated by the idea of cannibalism partially 
because of their intense desire to "humanize" the practitioners. 
There is a fairly large amount of evidence supporting why the 
Spaniards were so insistent on making the natives appear to be barbarous 
cannibals. Matthew Restall is of the opinion that the "Spaniards ascribed 
cannibalism to natives, as it was the classic marker of barbarianism."24 We will 
see later how much is possible for a group of people to justify if they feel that the 
people they are competing with are barbarians and just how crucial of a 
statement Restall is really making. The conquistadors were also able to convey 
this message of superiority to a Spanish audience, who obviously had no other 
evidence to contrast with the conquistadors', and they would thus naturally 
support the actions of their brave explorers smiting these anthropophagi. 
If cannibalism was one of the most commonly cited indicators of native 
inferiority, sodomy and other sexual deviancy was probably a close second. 
Cieza de Leon mentions that some natives had frozen and starved to death in 
Puerto Viejo. He justified these events in particular as well as a general decrease 
19 Marvin Lunenfeld, 1492: Discovery, Invasion, Encounter: So11rces and Interpretations (Lexington, MA: D.C. Heath and Company, 1991), 
2.!!0 
20 Lunenfeld, 1492,279. 
11 Sale, Cotlque:;t, 132 
22 Sale, Conquest. 135. 
23 Greenblatt, Marvelous Possessions, 72. 
u Matthew Restall, Seven Myths of tile Spanish Cot~quest (New York: Oxford University Press, 2003), 107. 
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in the native population with the fact that "there are many [natives] who practice 
sodomy ... sins so enormous that they deserved to suffer what they suffered; 
indeed, God permitted it."25 While here he may be referring to the freezing and 
starving as what God 'permitted', it can most likely be deduced that whatever 
harm the Spaniards would have inflicted on these Sodomites would have been 
perfectly justifiable as well, as God had already seen fit to punish them, it seems 
perfectly legitimate that the Spaniards could punish and exploit them as they 
saw fit as well. 
The Spanish historian Gonzalo Fernandez de Oviedo y Valdes 
(henceforth, Oviedo) was a scathing critic of what he considered to be the 
rampant sexual deviancy of the natives. While on Hispaniola, he reported that 
the Indian men and women were sodomites, and that they took such immense 
pride in their sin as to wear jewelry showing a man mounting another.26 The 
jewelry part mentioned here by Oviedo is interesting. Thi~~sort of pottery and 
jewelry portraying anal intercourse between either two n\~ or a man and a 
woman had existed for centuries in the Americas. The objects may have 
represented a religious activity between males who may have happened to 
belong to different social classesP It has also been believed that the objects were 
largely symbolic, as in a ruler expressing domination over his people, 
represented as being reduced to the status of a sexually receptive passive partner 
(male or female). Thus, it can most safely be deduced that tl;le use of sodomy in 
native art was most likely an emblematic portrayal of an e~isting social structure, 
namely exerting one's dominance over another in a political or social sense. 
Other conquistadors cited the practice of sodomy amongst the natives 
in their accounts. Hernan Cortes reports in his First Letter that, regarding the 
Mexica, "we have been informed, and are most certain it is true, that they are all 
sodomites and practice that abominable sin."28 This quote is immediately 
followed by a footnote from the editor Pagden informing the reader that 
homosexuality was severely punished in the Mexica world, and that next to no 
evidence exists of sodomy among them.29 Cortes's original contention, however, 
still made for an interesting quote. The Aztecs had no tolerance for 
homosexuality, and there was even incentive for them to turn each other in, as 
sodomites were enslaved, thereby dangling a potentially lucrative reward for 
anybody suspicious that his neighbor had been practicing "the unnamable 
offense" .30 It is fairly evident here that Cortes is essentially lying to prove his 
point that the natives are inferior, saying that they are practicing sodomy 
amongst themselves when the evidence to the contrary is simply overwhelming, 
25 Cieza de LeOn, 111e Discovery and Conques t of Pem, 302. ~ 
26 Gonz~lo Fernfmdez de Oviedo Y Valdes, from The Conquerors and TI1e Conquered, VoL iorNew Iberian World: A Documentary History 
of the D1scovery and Settlement of Latin America to the Early 171h Century, john H. Parry and Robei t G. Keith, eds. (New York: Times 
~oks: Hector and Rose, 1984), 13. ) 
Richard C. Trexler, Sex and Conq11est, (Ithaca. NY: Cornell University Press, 1995), 113. 
28 Cortes, Letters, 37. 
29 Cortes, Letters, 458. 
30 Inga Clendinnen, The Aztecs, (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1991) 169. 
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as the deed carried a penalty of enslavement or death in most cases. This is 
saying nothing of the fact of Pagden's statement that it was geographicall 
impossible for Cortes and his men to have encountered cannibalism. If Cortes Ts 
not intentionally lying to achieve this point, he is most likely exaggerating 
scattered claims of homosexuality and sodomy. 
An anonymous conquistador noted that "In the province of Panuco, the 
men are great sodomites, idlers, and drunkards. When they have their fill of 
wine and can no longer drink it... [they] have the wine introduced from beneath 
through a tube."31 The editor of this volume of primary accounts writes in a 
footnote that the issue of sodomy was true in this particular case.32 However, this 
particular quotation must be perceived with some caution due to the fantastic 
part about the wine that apparently seeks to exaggerate the debauchery of the 
native people to such a degree as to amaze and disgust a Spanish audience. 
While some such accounts exist detailing homosexual activity amongst 
the Mexica, further evidence of their general disdain for sodomy and gay 
relationships can be found in the accounts of Geronimo Mendieta, a Franciscan 
friar who lived in the New World. He stated that as far as the Aztecs were 
concerned, "both the active and the passive participant in a homosexual act had 
to die. From time to time the authorities made a search for sodomists in order to 
round them up and eliminate them."33 Mendieta thus corroborates Pagden's 
viewpoint with first-hand experience, acknowledging that to practice 
homosexuality in the world of the Mexica was at the very least extremely risky, 
with neighbors turning each other in and the authorities occasionally actively 
seeking practitioners. As the penalties were as severe as enslavement or death, 
there is no doubt that even if homosexuality existed in the Aztec world, it would 
certainly not be as blatant as Cortes attempts to make it appear. 
As for the sodomy habits of the natives of the Caribbean, Las Casas has 
an interesting perspective on what exactly would have occurred to them if 
sodomy had actually been practiced. The people there informed him that they 
had no memory of the practice ever existing, and that if the men had been 
sodomites, "the women would have eaten them in bites, and no man could 
remain alive."34 This statement of societal pressures was in stark contrast to 
Oviedo's aforementioned contention that the people of the Caribbean were all 
sodomites. Las Casas refutes his argument, and Las Casas, having lived among 
the people of that area for years and years, would certainly be more qualified to 
comment on their sexual habits than Oviedo.35 
31 The Anonymous Conquistador, "The Chronicle of the Anonymous Conquistador," in The Conquistadors, Patricia de Fuentes, trans. 
and ed. (Norman, Ok: University of Oklahoma Press, 1993), 176. 
.n de Fuentes, ed., 1J1e Conquistadors, 242 n.26. 
33 Fray Geronimo de Mendieta, Historia Ecfesiastica Indiana: A Franciscan's View of the Spanish Conquest of Mexico, Felix Jay, trans. 
(Lewiston, NY: Edwin Mellen Press, 1997), 44. 
~Bartolome de Las Casas from Marvin Lunenfeld, 1492: Discovery, Invasion, EncoHnter: Sources and InterpretatiOns (Lexington, MA: 
D.C. Heath and Company, 1991), 285. 
35 While it can be argued that Las Casas is not the most objective of sources and that he most likely exaggerates some of his points as 
an acknowledged proponent of native rights, respect and attention must still be paid to the views of a man who had lived among the 
people of he was writing about. 
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Oviedo does take the time to state, though, th1~ the natives would not 
have sex with their daughter, mother, or sister, but that their lust and unbridled 
sexual deviancy was so great that everyone beyond these few forbidden people 
was fair gam~ for sexual intercourse.36 He mentions that it is not so surprising 
that they act m such sexually depraved ways, owing to the fact that "they have 
no knowledge of the all-powerful God and worship the devil in diverse forms 
an.d idols ... "37 He also goes on to state that marriage as Christians know it is 
considered a sin and sacrilege to the natives, and that they marry many women.38 
These sexual habits of the natives that Oviedo and other conquistadors 
commented on are important because they must have known how this would 
have looked to predominantly Catholic Spain. Oviedo's claim that the natives 
were unabashedly lustful was simply the beginning. Vespucci claimed that the 
natives could abort fetuses at will, and that the women showed an inability to be 
physically affected by the aftershock of pregnancy in addition to an 
overwhelming desire for the 'company' of the Christians.39 The conquistadors 
knew their audience, and knew that the Spanish public, so vehemently Catholic, 
would be extremely likely to support the subjugation of a native population that 
seemed so lustful, polygamous, and willing to practice homosexuality and 
sodomy. 
Though many of these claims were later refuted by Las Casas and 
others, the damage had been done, and the Spanish perceptions of the natives 
that their conquistadors were wreaking havoc on had unfortunately been set, 
and few raised issues with the conquering of such ungodly people. As Richard 
Trexler states, "One of the unquestioned presumptions of the Iberian sources was 
that widespread homosexual behavior marked a tribe as barbaric."4D If one was 
able to convince an audience that the natives were rampant homosexuals, one 
could then subsequently paint them as barbarians and thus a people worthy of 
conquering and subjugation. ,, 
There was one event that may corrob;;~t~ sbme of the Spanish 
testimony as to the deviant sexuality of the natives, howevel A severe outbreak 
of syphilis swept through Spain and the rest of Europe in the 1490s, which many 
Spaniards believed to have come from America. Indeed, Las Casas and Oviedo 
both contended that the natives had not only known about the disease before the 
Europeans arrived, but seemed to be more resistant to it as well. Roger 
Schlesinger believes this was extremely convenient for the Europeans, as they 
could say that "the origins of the sickness (or evil), which was tied to sexual 
excess, was located as far away as possible from European civilization .. .in the 
heathen civilization of Native Americans" and that "the fact that the disease 
36 Gonz~o FernAndez de Oviedo y Valdes, from The Conquerors and The Conquered, Vol. 1 of New Iberian World: A Docw11entary History 
of the D1scovery and Settlement of Latin America to tire Early 17111 Century, John H. Parry and Robert G. Keith, eds. (New York: Times 
Books: Hector and Rose, 1984), 16. 
37 Oviedo, Conquerors and the Conquered, 17. 
38 Oviedo, Conquerors and the Conqw:red, 13. 
39 Vespucd, LcUcrs, 8-9. 
40 Trex ler, Sex and Conquest, 147. 
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attacked the sexual organs fit nicely with the European tendency to stereotype 
Native Americans as extremely lustful people."41 By discovering and 
emphasizing the fact that the natives were the source of a sexually transmitted 
disease, the Spaniards were able to substantiate their claims of excessive native 
lust and sexual deviancy. 
Deviant sexuality and disease as punishment can be linked to the 
aforementioned emphasis on religion, as well as to God's will. These ideas were 
recurring themes in the accounts of conquistadors seeking to justify the conquest. 
Juan Gines de Sepulveda, one of the foremost Spanish proponents on the justness 
of the cause and the inferiority of the natives, certainly had an interesting and 
somewhat unsettling take on the Indians in a biblical sense. He compares the 
natives of the Americas to the people of the world shortly before The Great Flood 
who too had been incestuous and cannibalistic, living in seemingly limitless 
amounts of sin and debauchery. He then goes on to state that the Spaniards 
encountering such barbarous people is tantamount to God flooding the world 
and saving only the good and just people In short, He is giving clear instructions 
for them to destroy the natives, to not only enslave them but also to physically 
harm them as punishment.42 Sepulveda has given a troubling account of how he 
feels the Spaniards to be acting as good Catholics in the name of God by 
torturing and enslaving an entire group of people, a people who he and other 
conquistadors have demonized falsely in their accusations of cannibalism, 
sodomy, and other atrocities. 
Oviedo was also of this opinion that it is indeed God's will that the 
Spaniards move in and do God's work in eliminating the natives. "God is going 
to destroy them soon ... Who can deny that the use of gunpowder against pagans 
is the burning of incense to Our Lord?"43 Oviedo has already presented much 
evidence in other works to his readers regarding the brutality and ungodliness of 
the Indians, now he took it one step further by claiming that God will wipe such 
horrid people from the Earth no matter what, so the Spaniards might as well help 
out and aid in God's work by actively killing natives. Oviedo felt that they had 
every right to exploit and murder those who God does not wish to live in the 
first place. 
Another take on the religious usefulness of the natives was that of 
Geronimo de Mendieta, who made the argument that the Spanish were on a 
mission directly from God to conquer the meek, Adam-like natives. He did not 
wish to destroy the natives, but wished to establish a sort of utopia of "innocent 
and pure" natives.44 It was an interesting idea, and certainly a step away from 
41 Roger Schlesinger, In the Wake of Columbus (\A/heeling, IL: Harlan Davidson, Jnc., 1996), 102. and Conzalo Fernandez de Oviedo, 
Natural History of the West lndics, Sterling A Stoudemire trans. and ed., (Chapel Hill, NC: The University of North Carolina Press, 
1959), 89. 
42 Juan Gines de SepUlveda," A Treatise for the Just Causes for War Against the Indians", from Bartolome de Las Casas, An Account, 
Much Abbreviated, of the Destruction of the Indies. (Indianapolis: Hackett Publishing Company, 2003), 103-5. 
43 Gonzalo Fernfmdez de Oviedo y Valdes, from Tzvetan Todorov, The Conquest of America (Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma 
Press, 1999), 151. 
~~GerOnimo de Mendieta from Memory, Myth, and Time in Mexico by Enrique Florescano, (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1994) , 
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Sepulveda and Oviedo preaching that the heathens all deserved to perish. 
Mendieta's account does seem to have a bit of a sinister side to it as well 
however. He seems to think of the natives as simple people, blank slates to b~ 
converted and molded into whatever the Christians decide is best for them. He 
does not seem to find any issue with their willingness to do so, as anything is 
better than the way they are currently living and he feels as though converting 
them to Christianity and living as the Spaniards want them to is the best option 
for the Indians. The Spaniards are faced •. with a people who Mendieta argued 
were essentially incapable of fending for the11fselves, and thus the Spanish would 
be completely justified in imposing their p~rception of a religious utopia on 
them. 
This sort of converting the natives to Christianity as part of God's will 
was also a part of Columbus's voyage in the Caribbean. Las Casas, however, was 
quick to rebuke Columbus's conversion tactics. He states how if the natives had 
been treated with "love, charity, and kindness, how profitable this would have 
been to God" yet regretted "how far the Admiral was from the punctual 
observation of divine and natural law."45 Columbus had originally set out to 
convert the natives as one of the goals of the conquest, and had used this goal as 
a ways of justifying it to the sovereigns. However, his techniques of doing so 
were called into question as atrocities towards the natives mounted, and Las 
Casas doubted whether or not Columbus was behaving like a true Christian 
himself, let alone as one qualified to try and fulfill the goal of converting others 
to Christianity. 
While the Spaniards spent much time defending their religion and 
God's intention that they spread it to the natives and even God's wish that they 
destroy the natives, they also wrote a good amount ridiculing and condemning 
the religion of the natives as the tool of an inferior people that was immoral and 
had to be destroyed and its participants enslaved or eliminated. Alessandro 
Geraldini, one of Columbus's men in the exploration and conquest of the 
Caribbean, who later became bishop of Hispaniola, remarked that the Caribs 
"believe that there are no gods"46 while in all likelihood he had little to no 
understanding of their religion at all due to limited contact with them. 
Cortes, in his interactions with the Mexica, initially is taken aback by the 
human sacrifices he witnesses. However, since he really has no way of 
communicating with the Mexica, he can't really understand why they would act 
the way that they do. Instead, he instantly condemns it, but makes it seem as 
though it is just something that they need to be corrected on, rather than really 
punished for. This passage from his First Letter comes directly after a discussion 
about the infamous ritualized sacrifices that were so inherent in the Aztec 
religion. 
45 Bartolome de Las Casas, from The Four Voyages by Christopher Columbus. J.M. Cohen, trans. and ed. (New York: Penguin Books, 
1969), 59. 
~6 Alessandro Geraldini, "On Caribs and Tainos", from Christopher Columbus & and the Enterprise of the Indies: A Brief History With 
Documents. Geoffrey Symcox and Blair Sullivan, eds. (Boston: Bedford/St. Martin's, 2005), 172. 
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And we believe that it is not without cause that Our Lord God 
has been pleased that these parts be discovered in the name 
of Your Royal Highness so that Your Majesties may gain much 
merit and reward in the sight of God by commanding that these 
barbarous people be instructed and by Your hands be brought to 
the True Faith. For, as far as we have been able to learn, we believe 
that had we interpreters and other people to explain to them the error 
of their ways and the nature of the True Faith, many of them, 
and perhaps even all, would soon renounce their false beliefs and 
come to the true knowledge of God; for they live in a more civilized 
and reasonable manner than any other people we have seen in these 
parts up to the present.47 
Cortes has said many things with just this short passage. He has 
invoked the potential glory to the King and Queen should they rally to civilize 
these barbarous people. Perhaps they could help show these people the way by 
funding additional exploration by Cortes and other conquistadors? Cortes also, 
without really directly communicating with any of the natives due to a lack of 
interpreters, has inferred that the natives already know the error of their ways in 
their practicing of human sacrifice, and are thereby desperate for the Spaniards 
to teach them the "True Faith" so that can be Christians as well. 
Cortes mentions in his Second Letter that after throwing the idols of the 
Aztecs down the steps of their temples and causing them "some sorrow", he was 
able to ease their distress by explaining to them that there was "only one God, 
Lord of all things, who had created all else and who made all of us" .48 
Furthermore, Cortes reports that Montezuma spoke for his people in believing in 
this sudden change of religion. Montezuma reiterated that the Aztecs were not 
originally from the area, and that since Cortes had only recently arrived from 
"their native land", he would know better than they did the true religion they 
were supposed to follow. 49 Finally, Cortes states that, regarding human sacrifice, 
"Your Sacred Majesty's laws forbade it and ordered that he who kills shall be 
killed."5° Cortes could be interpreted as saying that due to the native practices of 
human sacrifice, the Spaniards would be justified in enforcing the laws of Spain, 
and executing those who practice the sacrifices as murderers. 
Other Spaniards were even more virulent in their criticisms of the 
native religions. Francisco de Aguilar, a conquistador who was in the conquest of 
the Mexica as well, remarked that he doubted there was "another kingdom in the 
world where the devil was honoured with such reverence."51 Never mind that 
the Aztecs did indeed have their own pantheon of gods and goddesses, Aguilar 
was content to equate anything other than Christianity as he knew it with devil 
47 Cortes, Letters, 36. 
48 Cortes, Letters, 106. 
49 Cortes, Letters, 107. 
50 Cortes, Letters, 107. 
51 Francisco de Aguilar, from Fernando Cervantes, The Devil in the New World, (New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1994), 8. 
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worship. The Spanish sovereigns and public, receiving not much else in the way 
of descriptions of the natives other than those from the conquistadors, were 
bound to believe them. Mendieta also noted that during human sacrifice, the 
Aztecs "[took] out the pulsating heart and offered it to Satan."52 As was 
mentioned earlier, these sorts of characterization of the natives as devil 
worshippers was bound to arouse strong sentiments in a predominantly Catholic 
country such as Spain, and lead them to approve of whatever measures the 
conquistadors felt necessary to convert and/or subdue the heathen natives. 
The Spaniards felt that the natives' religion or lack thereof entitled them 
to subjugate them to their authority. However, they also felt that simple natural 
law put them in a position of superiority over the natives and thus entitled them 
to rule over them. Sepulveda offers the most scathing endorsement of the idea 
that the Spaniards were inherently superior to the natives and thus had every 
right to conquer and rule over them. 
If you know the customs and nature of the two peoples, that 
with perfect right the Spaniards rule over these barbarians of 
the New World and the adjacent islands, who in wisdom, 
intelligence, virtue, and humanitas are as inferior to the Spaniards 
as infants to adults and women to men. There is as much 
difference between them as there is between cruel, wild peoples 
and the most merciful of peoples, between the most monstrously 
intemperate peoples and those who are temperate and moderate in 
their pleasures, that is to say, between apes and men.s3 
Sepulveda simply came right out and stated exactly what he believed: 
that the difference between the Spaniards and the natives is as pronounced as 
that between apes and men in the sense of inherent superiority. He believes that 
in every aspect of what defines a people as civilized, the Spanish are superior 
and thus completely justified in subjugating the natives, as members of an 
inferior civilization, to their will. 
These feelings of superiority were widespread throughout the 
conquistadors and were not limited to extreme statements implying that the 
natives are brutal animals (more of which will be discussed later). Bernal Diaz 
del Castillo, a conquistador under Cortes, gloats over Spanish cleverness. After 
they had sniffed out a particular trap that the Aztecs had laid for them, Diaz del 
Castillo remarks that " .. .if we had a reputation for valor before, from now on 
they took us for wizards. It was said that no plot could be so hidden but that we 
would find it out, and for this reason they showed us all good will."54 He 
believes that the natives are more or less incompetent and incapable of deceiving 
the Spaniards with trickery, as the conquistadors are so much cleverer than the 
.52 Mendieta, Historia, 50. 
53 Juan Gines de SepUlveda, "SepUlveda on the Justice of Conquest" from John H. Parry and Robert G,. Keith, eds., The Conquerors and 
The Conquered, Vol. 1 of New Iberian World: A Documentary History of the Discovery and Settlement of Latin America to the Early 17th 
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54 Bernal Diaz del Castillo. Cortez and the Conquest of Mexico by the Spaniards in 1521 (Hamden, CT: Linnett Books, 1988), 71. 
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natives that any attempt to mislead them is foolishness on the parts of the 
natives. 
There also existed a sense of natural superiority based on the inability of 
the natives to speak Spanish and thus communicate successfully with the 
conquistadors. There seemed to be an overarching idea amongst the 
conquistadors that the natives' inability to speak Spanish could be equated with 
an inability to speak at all. Indeed, Columbus states "when I make my departure, 
I will bring a half dozen [natives] back to their Majesties, so that they can learn to 
speak."55 However, it is interesting that he implied they were unable to speak at 
all, as he implies just a few weeks later that natives "said that there are goldfields 
and pearls in the island."56 It seems exceedingly unlikely that some verbal 
communications breakthrough occurred during that time in between the two 
statements by Columbus, and thus there must be offered some sort of relevant 
alternative explanation. 
Las Casas offered a first-hand take on this in that he felt that the 
Spaniards really just used a few phrases like "gimme bread" or "gimme food" 
and relied the rest of the time on simple hand gestures, his conclusion being that 
any attempt to record a complex dialogue between Indian and Spaniard was 
most likely an intentional falsification, "designed to make the arbitrary and 
violent actions of the conquistadors appear more just than they actually were"57 
as Stephen Greenblatt puts it. Greenblatt goes on to say that it was a sense of 
willful non-compliance on the part of the conquistadors, in that they essentially 
heard what they wanted to hear, even in the stunted fragments of interpreters.5s 
The conquistadors were so desperate for riches and success in the New World 
that even when communication was difficult or impossible, they exaggerated the 
success of it as a way of explaining why they felt justified in further pursuit of 
their goals and their eventual drastic actions towards the natives. 
In addition to the Spaniards feeling as though natural law and natural 
superiority gave them the right to dominate the natives, there was also a sense 
that the Amerindians were created solely for the purpose of slavery. Columbus 
was definitely one of the biggest proponents of this view, and he made 
observations at several points during his voyage suggesting that the people he 
encountered were built by God to serve the Spaniards. Columbus initially 
reports that the people of Watling Island in the Bahamas were "very well built, 
with fine bodies and handsome faces ... they are fairly tall on the whole, with fine 
limbs and good proportions."59 Watling Island was the very first land his men 
had seen in weeks, and instantly the first thing on Columbus's mind regarding 
these people is that "they should be good servants and very intelligent, for I have 
observed that they soon repeat anything that is said to them."6° Columbus had 
55 Christopher Columbus, The Four Voyages, J.M. Cohen, trans. and ed., (New York: Penguin Books, 1969), 56. 
56 Columbus, The Four Voyages, 77 . 
57 Las Casas in Greenblatt, Maroelous Possessions, 95. (primary within a secondary) 
56 Greenblatt, Marvelous Possessions, 96. 
59 Columbus, The Four Voyages, 55. 
60 Columbus, The Four Voyages, 56. 
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interprete~ ~eir ability to try and imitate the speech of the Spaniards as a sign of 
both subm1sswn as well as the fact that they are naturally predisposed to serve a 
superior people. 
This was not the first time Columbus was to remark how well-suited for 
slavery the natives he encountered appeared to be. He states that "they are fit to 
be ordered about and made to work, plant, and do everything else that may be 
needed, and build towns and be taught our customs, and to go about clothed."61 
La~ Casas, the most vehement proponent of treating the Indians humanely, 
obJects to this viewpoint. There exists a particular printed version of Columbus's 
book Historia, in which Las Casas made marginal notes remarking on what he 
felt about what Columbus was saying in the pages of the book. In this particular 
statement, he notes in a marginal, hand-written comment that "the Admiral 
seems t~ go farther here than he should"62 regarding the suitability to slavery by 
the nahves, a statement by Las Casas that is lauded for its "ironic intent and 
b't' "63 b I mg sarcasm Y Margarita Zamora. Columbus's assessment of the suitability 
for slavery and the malleability of the natives is over the top, and Las Casas and 
modern scholars like Zamora are compelled to question and deny his claims that 
the natives were a blank slate, ready to be thrust into servitude by conquistadors 
desperate to provide any reasoning that the natives deserved to be lorded over 
and exploited .. 
Regarding the suitability of the natives as perfect subjects to the 
Spa~iards, Mendieta also reflects on their innate superiority, remarking that "The 
Ind1ans are not good as teachers, but as disciples, nor as preachers, but as 
subjects, and for this the best in the world."64 In that particular statement, he was 
referring to their suitability for forming what he imagined as a vast Christian 
utopian colony, but his point is consistent with the overall Spanish attitude. He 
feels. that they are built only for servitude and positions of inferiority, and cannot 
possibly have any social or religious structure in place that is superior to that of 
the. Spaniards. Therefore, it is the Spaniards' right and even their duty to put the 
nahves under their will and show them the error of their ways, even if that be 
through slavery. 
If the Spaniards regarded the natives as predisposed towards slavery, 
th~y w.er~ also ~~le to say that they were not entirely human or even having 
ammahsbc qualities. It is far easier to 'enslave' a dog or a horse than it is a 
human being, and thus the conquistadors had no problems reducing the Indians 
to that status as a way of making it easier to exploit them. 
Vespucci, who had already commented on the natives' supposed taste 
for cannibalism, remarking that it was "so bestial and inhuman an act"65 that a 
party of Spaniards had been ready to murder the practitioners of it on a mass 
:: Christopher Co lumbus i~ Reading Columbus by Margarita Zamora, (Berkeley, CA: Univers ity o f Cali fo rnia Press, 1993}, 76. 
Bartolome de Las Casas tn Zamora, Reading Colllmbus, n. 
63 Zamora, Reading Col llmbus, 77. 
~4 Ger6ni~o de Mendieta from Enrique Florescano, Memory, Myth, and Time in Mexico, (Austin: University of Texas Press 1994) 89 65 Vespucc1, Letters, 11. ' ' · 
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scale, stopped from doing so only by their captain. Vespucci has here taken an 
inherently false presumption of deep-seated cannibalism and equated this 
behavior with animalism. He thus has succeeded in belittling the natives to the 
moral and social status of a common dog or horse. Doing so was an attempt at 
making his readers be completely comfortable with capturing these people who 
were so much like animals that taking them as slaves was as much their natural 
right as it was to force a donkey to carry a load. 
Oviedo also makes a startling observation, uneducated to the point of 
being humorous, when he warns the Spaniards not to hit natives in the heads 
during hand to hand fighting, as "I have seen many swords broken in this 
fashion. In addition to being thick, their skulls are very strong."66 Todorov 
remarks that this statement by Oviedo is an example of how "the Indians are not 
reduced to the level of horse or ass .. . but somewhere among construction 
materials, wood, stone, or metal .. . "67 Todorov's point is well taken. Oviedo here 
has called in traditional perceptions of a thick-headed mule, born only to do its 
master's bidding, while warning of the proper way to beat such a thing so as not 
to damage or break the instrument of punishment. It is little wonder that given 
such a description of the native physique and intellectual level, so many 
Spaniards were able to regard them as animalistic and thus worthy of 
enslavement. 
Sepulveda's earlier assertions that there was as much difference 
between the Spaniards and the natives as there was between "apes and men"68 is 
denounced by Restall as giving them many animal attributes, like 
dangerousness, as well as blending them into the environment; just another 
obstacle that the Europeans must deal with.69 In another account, Oviedo states 
that the natives of the Caribbean must have learned their marriage habits from 
vipers, and were thus worse than vipers, as vipers did not know any better.7° To 
reduce the natives to a state less than one of the most dangerous animals in the 
world certainly comments on how the Spaniards wished to portray their threat 
level, as they could have picked any animal that mates with multiple partners to 
use as an example. This dehumanizes them further by making it seem as though 
they are wild animals ready to pounce at any moment, and no reasonable person 
would have any qualms with dominating an animal that was dangerous to them 
and to other humans This powerful image that the Spaniards like Sepulveda 
sought to portray the natives as was a clear warning to the Spanish people that 
the natives were not to be trusted. 
All of these accusations leveled against the Amerindians by the 
Spaniards led to some authorities back in Spain to begin writing treatises 
66 Conzalo Fe rnfmdez de Oviedo y Valdes, from Tzvetan Todorov, The Conquest of A merica (No rman, O K: University o f Oklahoma 
Press, 1999), 151. 
67 Oviedo, Natural His tory, 43. 
68 SepUlveda, "justice of Conquest", 325. 
t>9 Restall, Seven Myths, 107. 
70 Oviedo, from The Conquerors and The Conquered, Vol. 1 of New Iberian World: A Documentary History of the Discovery and Settlemw t of 
Latin America to the Early 17rh Century, John H. Parry and Robert G. Keith, eds. (New York: Times Books: Hector and Rose, 1984), 13. 
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advocating the theory of just war, especially against people as savage as the 
natives of the Americas. Sepulveda was not surprisingly one of the biggest 
proponents of this view, and was joined by a man by the name of Fransciscus de 
Victoria, a Theology professor at the University of Salamanca. One of 
Sepulveda's primary reasons in his Democrates Alter for advocating just war 
against the natives was the idea that following the Bible word"for-word "does 
not belong so much to everyday life as to apostolic perfection."71 Thus, 
Sepulveda is advocating the idea that attempting to abide by the lofty goals of 
Christian perfection is just simply unlikely and should not really be considered 
as a feasible goal. 
Secondly, Sepulveda named his three reasons for just war, the one 
relevant to this discussion being the cause to "punish evil-doers who have not 
been punished in their own cities, or have been punished with negligence, so 
that ... they will take heed and not commit their crimes a second time, and others 
will be frightened by their example."72 It is fairly clear here that he is referring to 
the properties of the Indians he gives later in the document detailing 
aforementioned practices of cannibalism, sin, and other barbarism. Thus, he feels 
that the Spaniards would essentially be acting as disciplinarians; punishing an 
inferior people for crimes that they have committed and not yet been disciplined 
for. 
Victoria offered similar reasons to Sepulveda's, but he did go to 
significantly greater lengths to prove his points and opinions. Some of his main 
points that he made in his writings were that the natives, dull and stupid by 
nature, still chose to attack the powerful Spaniards.73 Thus, the Spaniards had 
every right to defend themselves by using force against the hostile natives_74 
Another interesting point Victoria made is that the Spaniards had the right to 
preach the Gospel and may defend this right by force of arms/s an interesting 
irony in that they may use deadly force in order to secure the right to preach a 
religion that espouses loving one's brother, non-violence, and forgiveness as 
some of its chief tenets. Another one of the more note-worthy passages is when 
Victoria stated that "In war, everything is lawful which the defense of the 
common weal requires."76 This is an important statement to note, as Victoria is 
essentially granting carte blanche from the lofty position of a theologian to the 
conquistadors in their quest to spread Christianity and conquer the Americas by 
any means necessary. Victoria's writings are extensive, and the quotes chosen 
here represent a small sampling of his writings, ideas, and logic, but his overall 
points are quite clear. He feels the natives have lived such a life of sin and now 
71 Juan Gines de SepUlveda, Dcmocratcs Alter, Or, on the just Causes for War Against the Indians [document on-line] (accessed 1 
December 2007); available from htt p:/lwww cntu.mbia edu/acis 1ets/CCREAD 1sepulved.htm· Internet. 
72 SepUlveda, DemocratcsAlter, [document on-line] (accessed 1 December 2007); ~vailable from 
htLp:llwww.co!umbja.edty'.Q.Qs/etstCCREADtSVnulved.htm· Internet. 
73 SepUlveda claimed that the Spaniards only wished to express their good will towards the natives 
74 Frandsd de Victoria, De lndis Et De Ivre Belli Relectiones, ed. Ernest Nys, (Washington, DC: The Carnegie Institution, 1917), 154-155. 
75 Victoria, De Indis, 157. 
76 BB, 171. 
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are resisting Christianity to the extent that it is just for it is forcibly imposed upon 
them if necessary. 
The Spaniards used many ways of writing their accounts to portray the 
natives as inferior and thus worthy of subjugation, enslavement, and 
domination. By portraying them as cannibals, sodomites, naturally inferior, 
animalistic, pagan, and subject to God's will, the conquistadors were able to 
paint a startlingly negative picture of a people that were born to be under the 
will of another, superior, culture. A Dominican friar named Tomas Ortiz wrote a 
piece that stated the Indians, in addition to the aforementioned attributes of 
cannibalism and sodomy, " [have] no justice among them ... have no respect for 
love or virginity ... have no respect for truth, save when it is to their 
advantage ... are ungrateful and unchangeable ... eat fleas, spiders, and worms 
raw .. .I may therefore affirm that God has never created a race more full of vice 
and composed without the least mixture of kindness or culture."77 
As Matthew Restall notes in response to this very statement by Ortiz, 
"such a judgment could be used to justify any Conquest act."78 Indeed, if one is 
able to portray another race as being so vastly barbaric and inferior to one's own, 
it becomes easier and easier to justify acts of cruelty and enslavement not only to 
oneself, but to an audience thousands of miles away that wishes to see wealth, 
both material and human, result from the conquests of the Americas. The 
Spanish conquistadors were able to use many different descriptions of the 
natives to depict them as a race completely devoid of all human decency in the 
European sense, and thus it became entirely appropriate and just to enslave and 
exploit them. 
77 Tomas Ortiz, from Tzvetan Todorov, The Conquest of America (Norman, OK: University of Oklahoma Press, 1999), 150-1. 
78 
.Restall, Seven Myths, 105. 
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"MOSES IN RETIREMENT": ANDREW JOHNSON, 1869-18-i'~ 1 
...,..\ --
EVAN ROTHERA 
On March 4, 1869, a tailor from Greeneville, Tennessee, who began his 
political life as an alderman and then mayor of Greeneville, who served in both 
houses of the State Legislature and both Houses of Congress, who served as the 
Governor of Tennessee and later the wartime Governor of Tennessee, who was 
elected to the vice-presidency of the United States, and, by the bullet of an 
assassin, made President of the United States, gave his Farewell Address. A few 
days later, he slunk out of Washington, D.C., and began his long journey home. 
Henry H. Ingersoll wrote to Johnson on March 8, 1869, advising him of the fact 
that, upon his return to Greeneville, "it is our design to make the occasion of 
your return a welcome by the people ... as free as possible from all partisan 
allusions."2 Though Andrew Johnson was, in fact, given a "cordial welcome"3 
and was received with "immense cheerings of the people,"4 no one knew exactly 
what the former president was going to do now that he was again a "private 
citizen unincumbered [sic] by office."5 Johnson himself remained "quietly under 
his own vine and fig tree,"6 saying alternatively that "he was now at home again, 
his public career had ended,"7 but also averring that "he will labor to relieve his 
fellow citizens of the bonds now upon them."8 By choosing the latter route, 
Johnson opted to remain active in politics, running for a seat in the United States 
Senate in 1869, running to become Congressman-at-large for Tennessee in 1872, 
and running for a seat in the United States Senate in 1874-1875. The question 
with which historians and political observers have grappled with for years 
concerns the motivations of Andrew Johnson. Why did he choose to return to 
political life? Was vindication, as many authors have proposed, the only motive 
for Johnson's re-entry into political life? Andrew Johnson, in life and in death, 
remains an exceedingly complicated figure, whose motivations for running for 
political office are far more complex and numerous than the simple desire for 
justification. 
Andy of Greeneville: The Vindication Fallacy: 
Reconstruction historiography can be divided into three basic schools: 
the Dunning School, revisionism and post-revisionism. The Dunning School, 
J Moses in the title refers to a speech given by Andrew johnson on October 24, 1864, known as the Moses of the Colored Men Speech, 
w here johnson proclaimed freedom to the slaves of Tennessee and promised to be their Moses and leCld them from bondage. 
2 Henry H. Ingersoll to Andrew Johnson, letter, 8 March 1869 in The Papers of Andrew johnson, ed. Paul H Bergeron (Knoxville: The 
University of Tennessee Press, 1999), 15: 522·523. 
3 And rew Johnson, Speech at Greeneville, 20 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., The Papers of Andrew Johnson, 15: 535-536. 
'Ibid. 
5 Andrew Johnson, Speech at Lynchburg, 18 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 530-532. 
6 Andrew Johnson, Interview with Cincinnati Commercial Correspondent, 22 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 538-543. 
1 And rew Johnson, Speech at Greeneville, 20 March, 1869, in Bergeron. ed., 15: 535-536. 
' Ibid. 
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formed in the early 1900s, under the aegis of William A. Dunning, wrote in ways 
which can only be described as blatantly racist. They considered Andrew 
Johnson to be the savior of the Republic, felt that Reconstruction was a cruel 
system forced on the South by . evil Republicans, and furthermo~e. co~sidered 
African Americans to be largely mcompetent and sub-human. Revtstomsts, who 
came into existence around the time of the modern Civil Rights Movement, were 
diametrically opposed to the Ounningite point of view. Now, as revisionists 
rehabilitated the reputation of the Republicans, it was Johnson who was 
portrayed as a racist. In the eyes of the rev~sionists, Reconstruction became 
something far different than a cruel system fmsted off on the prostrate South, 
rather a concerted effort by the Republicans to gain essential rights for African 
Americans. In the wake of the revisionists, followed the post revisionists, who 
tended to be more restrained in their analyses and not as willing to see neither 
the government as completely beneficial nor Johnson as a complete racist. 
Even though these schools of thought are often opposed to each other, 
one common thread among all three is the tendency to see and accept vindication 
as the only motive for Johnson's constant quest for political office. One 
Dunningite author explained, "Quietly returning to Tennessee at the expiration 
of his presidential term, Andrew Johnson began to plan the most dramatic return 
to public life recorded in American history ... he entered heart and soul into the 
fierce campaigns that followed, and undeterred by reverses, delays, 
disappointments, and well-nigh insurmountable obstacles, fought for the only 
vindication he craved."9 An author described Johnson as a man who "burned 
with a determination to achieve what had eluded him as president: vindication 
for his policies and for himsel£."10 
Continuing in this vein, another biographer described Johnson's 
motivation in the following manner: "He was determined to vindicate his policy 
as Chief Executive and to redeem his state from obloquy."11 Johnson has been 
portrayed, by another author, as a man whose "consuming thought, at that time, 
was that he had been misunderstood and that his administration misrepresented. 
He was not satisfied with a mere verdict of acquittal. He wished an endorsement 
and a vindication."l2 One writer viewed the 1872 Congressman-at-large election 
in the following manner: "Johnson used the opportunity to vindicate his policies 
as president."13 This same writer also espoused the theory Johnson viewed the 
1875 Senatorial election as a chance for absolution.14 While there is little doubt 
that Johnson viewed these elections as opportunities for exoneration, these 
writers all share the problem of embracing a similar fallacy: that Johnson was 
simply concerned about justification and little else. 
9 Frederick Trevor Hill, Decisive Battles of the Law: Narrative Studies of Eight Legal Contests Affecting the HistonJ of the United States 
Between the Years 1800 and 1886 (New York: Harper and Brothers Publishers, 1906), 173. 
1° Castel, 214. . 
u Fay Warrington Brabson, Andrew Johnson: A Life in PHrsuit of the Righ t Course 1808-1875 (Du rham: Seeman Pr~tery, Inc., 1972), 255. 
12 Robert W. Winston, Andrew Johnson: Plebian and Patriot (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1928), 490. 
u Chester G. Hears, TI1e Impeachment of Andrew Johnson (Jefferson: McFarland & Company, Inc., Publishers, 2000), 215. 
14 Hears, 216. 
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Revisionist Hans Trefousse, in his biography of Andrew Johnson, wrote 
a more balanced view of the post-presidential Andrew Johnson and promoted 
the idea that validation was important, but that there were other factors 
motivating Johnson to run for office. "His retirement from the presidency did 
not mean that he would withdraw from politics as well. He was much too 
ambitious and restless, to say nothing about his desire for vindication/ .. ./of his 
policies, for his contentions, and for his administration."15 Although Trefousse 
accords Johnson's desire for affirmation more importance than it deserves, he 
nevertheless manages to do what the other writers fail to do-to assess the 
motivations of Johnson in a more balanced light. 
Without doubt, Johnson did desire some measure of validation, as 
evidenced in the following quote, "I would rather have the vindication of my 
state by electing me to my old seat in the Senate of the United States than to be 
monarch of the grandest empire on earth."16 However, in the lexicon of 
Johnson's motivations, this desire was neither the driving force, nor an obliquely 
related factor; while he was motivated by vindication, there are other 
motivations which need to be considered and analyzed in order to come to a 
more complete and fulfilling comprehension of the character of Andrew Johnson. 
Andy "dies" in 1869: Reactions Overwhelming: 
A few months after his return to Greeneville, Johnson became ill with 
what his friend Gideon Welles dubbed a "severe attack of disease of the 
kidneys."17 Some newspapers, either not bothering to check their facts, or 
hurrying to report news to outpace their competitors, wrote that the former 
president had died. Reactions began to pour in from all over the country. When 
the truth became known, the correspondents simultaneously expressed their 
anger at the "lie" that Johnson had died and their rapturous relief that he had 
not. 
One writer wrote to Johnson and expressed his deepest sentiments, 
"Yesterday's telegrams announcing your illness have afforded me much pain, for 
I was one of the few who knew what a Contest you maintained and what a 
fearful expenditure of vital energy it demanded."18 Another, more vitriolic 
correspondent wrote, "I perceive by the newspapers that you are recovering 
from your indisposition, let me congratulate you, from the bottom of my heart, at 
the prospect of your restored health. Our poor Nigger Stricken, Nigger polluted 
and Nigger trodden people could not afford to spare you at this time and we 
hope that a kind providence will permit you to live to witness, this utter 
overthrow of the Black Monster Niggerism and Carpet Baggism."19 One woman 
wrote feelingly, "You cannot imagine how frighten [sic) and distressed we were 
when the evening Enquirer announced the death of Ex President Johnson."20 
1 ~ Hans L. Trefousse, Andrew Johnson: A Biography (New York W.W. Norton and Company, 1989), 353. 
16 Lloyd Paul Stryker, Andrew Johnson: A Study in Courage (New York: The Macmillan Company, 1929), 803. 
17 Alexander Delmar to Andrew Johnson, letter, 26 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 547-548. 
18 Ibid. 
19 John Smith to Andrew Johnson, letter, 26 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15:549-551. 
20 Annie Coyle to Andrew Johnson, letter, 27 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 551-552. 
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Another correspondent from Detroit expressed his belief that he "would 
Like to get you Cured if Possible as it Seems as though we Could not Possibly get 
along without you For Some years yet."21 One Johnson man from Springfield 
wrote, "The papers this morning announce that you still live. I notice this with 
peculiar feelings of gratification,"22 and continued, "I greatly hope you may yet 
be spared & I hope that your state ... will place you in a position where your voice 
may yet be heard in the Senate-& your power felt by those consummate radicals 
(rascals) who are destroying the popular form of our Govt."23 A woman from 
Washington spoke of "how terribly distressed I was last week at the news of 
your sickness, & in fact a report of your death!"24 Adopting a tone of almost 
religious mysticism, she further said, "It was indeed a time of fasting & prayer 
with me that your life might be spared to us all for years to come."25 
The reactions range in tone from those who were simply grateful that 
Johnson did not die, to those who saw some sinister motive behind the reports of 
his death. For instance, one man wrote, "Inclosed you will find a notice of your 
Death which has proved to be a lie a Black Abolition lie and I thank God that it 
has proved its Self to be Such. I hope to see you president of the united States 
again for you have been an instrument in the hands of God by which our country 
has been rescued from the hands of toryism."26 A more urbane gentleman 
expressed his profound emotions in a letter to the ex-President, "I have hardly 
words to convey to you, the feeling which pervaded the country on receiving the 
news of your reported death/ ... /The distress it brought us, and your numerous 
friends here, and in fact this whole community, evidenced, the warm affection 
entertained for you and yours."27 
In the same way that a premature obituary is said to have allegedly 
changed the course of the life of Alfred Nobel, it would be nai:ve to say that these 
reactions had no effect on President Johnson. These reactions meant something 
to Andrew Johnson, because they demonstrated that people all over the country 
were still very much concerned with his welfare and wellbeing and that many of 
these same people had very strong desires to see his continuance in politics. 
These reactions were, to make a crude analogy, Johnson's own Battle of Bull Run. 
Johnson, in the form of the federal army, meandered back to Greeneville, with a 
lack of tangible objectives, other than perhaps an abstract desire for justification, 
though a desire not truly crystallized. These letters were the broadside which 
woke up this lumbering ex president/federal army that there was a fight to be 
fought and a war to be won, and that if he did not start to do something soon, he 
would be consigned to the "ash heap" of history. So Johnson did do something: 
he ran for the United States Senate. 
21 Ellison E. Duncan to Andrew Johnson, letter, 27 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 552·553. 
22 George H. Locey to Andrew Johnson, letter, 27 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 553-554. 
23 Ibid. 
24 Sarah Magruder to Andrew Johnson, letter, 29 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 555. 
25 Ibid. 
26 James F. Irvin to Andrew Johnson, letter, 30 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 557. 
27 John F. Coyle to Andrew Johnson, letter, 31 March, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 15: 557·558. 
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The Prodding of his Constituents: Andy's Pursuit of Political Office: 
Just as the letters reacting to his death served to wake Johnson up from 
the torpid sort of coma into which he had fallen, the frequent correspondence the 
ex-president enjoyed with people from all over the nation also served to whet his 
appetite for future public service. During the course of his post-presidential life, 
throughout his frequent political battles, Johnson enjoyed tremendous support 
from people all over the nation-people who were not shy about expressing their 
opinions. There is little doubt that these letters had the net effect of spurring 
Johnson to higher heights and greater lengths, because, Johnson was, first and 
foremost, a man of the people. He craved the accolades and support of the 
people and when he saw that many of them were on his side, he fought the good 
fight to the absolute best of his ability. 
The letters Johnson received were quite varied in tone and method of 
expression, but most of them contained the same positive message. One man 
espoused the thought that, "You are certain to be a senator if your health holds 
out. You have won golden opinions from every body."2B A group of men 
belonging to the labor party urged Johnson to "answer as to whether or not you 
would suffer your name to go before that Convention for nomination for 
governor of the state."29 Another man simply said that he would "like to see you 
as a candidate for Governor of this State."30 Playing on Johnson's vanity, one 
man asked rhetorically, "Dont you think Grant & Brownlow would rather see the 
old devil himself walk into the Senate than you sel£."31 One man wrote Johnson a 
simple missive, stating his desire to see Johnson "returned to the United States 
Senate."32 
One Johnson man who traveled to New York and found great rejoicing 
over the favorable legislative elections in Tennessee "took pains to find out their 
reason (Tamany) [sic] for it."33 He wrote that the New York political machine, 
Tammany Hall was rejoicing because '"that brings Andy Johnson back to the 
~e~ate. We need him there. He understands that Menagerie better than any 
hvmg man. And has the pluck & the ability to show them up."34 A general 
correspondent assured Johnson "You have thousands of friends in N.Y. 
now/. . ./The Tennessee victory is placed to your credit. The N.Y. Democracy not 
only desire your return to the Senate, but will assist all they can in securing such 
result."35 A man from Philadelphia crowed to Johnson, "You can but slightly 
conceive of the great joy which has been experienced by your friends in this City 
over your triumph in Tennessee."36 Simultaneously congratulating Johnson and 
invoking Biblical imagery, a woman from Montgomery gushed, "Now I can 
28 Thomas R. Barry to Andrew Johnson, letter, 12 June, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 29. 
29 Benjamin F.C. Brooks to Andrew Johnson, letter, 16 June, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 34. 
30 James M. Campbell to Andrew Johnson, letter, 21 June, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 35-36. 
31 William M. Lowry to Andrew Johnson, letter, 14 July, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 73. 
32 Joseph Gaston to Andrew Johnson.. letter, 8 August, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 92-93. 
33 Alfred H. Jackson to Andrew Johnson, letter, 8 August, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 93-94. 
34 Ibid 
35 lbid. 
36 Samuel J. Randall to Andrew Johnson. letter, 8 August, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 94~95. 
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congratulate you upon the good news we have from Tennessee. Knowing how 
much you have aided to bring it about, and we hope to have you shortly in the 
US Senate to help us out of the hands of the Philistines."37 
The sentiments of these happy and triumphant people continued to 
pour into Johnson's mailbox. A gente~l South Carolinian observed, "The result 
of the recent election in Tennessee fills with rejoicing the hearts of the people of 
this afflicted state."38 One writer lovingly wrote, "I wish, to congratulate you 
upon our glorious victory! In the late election, for I give you more credit for the 
terrible defeat of the radicals, than every one else besides."39 Former Secretary of 
the Navy Gideon Welles, with whom Johnson maintained an intimate 
correspondence, wrote to "congratulate you most truly on the results of the 
election in Tennessee,"40 and furthermore passed on his strongest and most 
sincere hopes that "it may be fully consummated by your return to the Senate."41 
One passionate gentleman wrote to Johnson expressing his earnest hope that 
Johnson would "now return to the United States Senate, where you will have the 
opportunity of facing the Senatorial scoundrels, who have so foully maligned & 
traduced your character."42 One man expressed his simple and "deep solicitude 
for your success in the contest which is now being waged in Tennessee for U.S. 
Senator."43 
Even when the situation began to appear slightly less than rosy for the 
former president and after his bitter loss to Henry Cooper, the positive reactions 
continued to pour in from all over the nation. One illustrious gentleman 
dispatched a missive to Johnson stating, "The People demand it ... all Prominent 
men, North & South who want to live under the Constitution Cry to Ten, and 
say, send Johnson to the Senate."44 When a man was faced with the stark fact 
that "The prospects of the Election of Andrew Johnson to the U S. Senate are Said 
to be waning every day,"45 his heartfelt response was that "to me no news could 
be more unwelcome."46 A fervent gentleman wrote to Johnson proclaiming, "I 
do not believe, that your country ever required your services, more than it does, 
at the present period, when, through the instrumentality of base and deigning 
men, ignorance and vice have attained the ascendant, and wisdom and public virtue 
are neglected and despised."47 An avid gentleman wrote, "I am in favor of your 
election to the U.S. Senate, beleiving [sic] that your record being in sympathy 
with the people, it will strengthen the power of the industrial classes which 
appears in danger, against the concentration of the centralizing influences."4B 
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In a slightly fantastical statement, one correspondent told Johnson, 
"There is much interest here about your election, even many who cursed you 
while president say they would like to see you back in the Senate."49 An erudite 
gentleman expressed his desire to see the election of Johnson "for the simple 
reason that I think you can render the downtrodden South more services than 
any man liveing [sic]."50 When the news was circulated that Johnson had lost to 
Henry Cooper, a distraught man wrote to him, saying, "News of your defeat 
caused great sadness and sorrow ... believe your defeat to be the greatest national 
calamity that could have come upon us at this time."51 Johnson would thereafter 
maintain that the will of the people had been circumvented by a corrupt bargain 
between Edmund and Henry Cooper and a cabal of Radicals and Rebels who did 
not want to see him serve. 
Johnson, however, did not abandon his dreams of political office, and 
chose to run for the position of Congressman-at-large for Tennessee, hoping that, 
by submitting himself to a statewide vote, it would serve as a referendui!l on his 
popularity. Reactions to his decision were no less joyful than when Johnson had 
made his failed bid for U.S. Senator. One ebullient man "rejoiced this morning to 
see in the union and Americans, that you would consent to go to Congress, as 
delegate for the state at large."52 A more restrained gentleman asserted that he 
was "pleased to learn that you are a candidate for congress from the state at 
large."53 One man, still smarting over lost battles wrote, "I am truly glad to see 
the announcement that you will be a candidate for Congress for the State at 
Large. It will afford the People to award justice that a stupid Legislature, through 
a base betrayal of the trusts confided to them, failed to do."54 A correspondent 
jovially remarked, "In my opinion, the people would like to have you in Congress 
but I think the leaders would like to have you at the devil."55 Another friend told 
Johnson, "I am profoundly interested in your contest for Congress, & would not 
have you defeated on any account." 56 Even when Johnson was defeated, it was 
generally agreed that his defeat was a good thing, as it broke the power of the 
Cheatham Ring and the Bourbon Democrats. 
A side effect of the Congressman-At-Large race was that it catapulted 
Johnson again into the national spotlight. Shortly after he lost that race, the talk 
began of Johnson running again for U.S. Senator. One man beseeched Johnson, 
"I want to see you as the Brownlow successor in the U.S. Senate.''57 Another 
gentleman noted his "desire to see you again honored by being returned. to the 
senate."58 A kindly man expressed his "fervent heart felt wishes for your 
49 John D. Perryman to Andrew Johnson, letter, 9 October, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 129-130. 
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success."59 A man admitted to feeling a "great interest in your Election by the 
Tenn Legislature to the U States Senat as a Tenn Senator"60 and expressed his 
fervent wish€s that the Legislature obey the will of the people and "elect you."61 
Another well-wisher informed Johnson "I hope and pray that they will elect 
you."62 Similar to the election of 1869, the election stretched for over fifty ballots, 
but unlike the election of 1869, Andrew Johnson was elected as a U.S. Senator 
from Tennessee, on January 26, 1875. His crowds of admirers went crazy with 
delight. 
One man triumphantly proclaimed, "I will congratulate you upon your 
personal victory, but in my opinion the country is to be more congratulated."63 A 
correspondent from Cincinnati averred, "Your election to the Senate of the 
United Sates was nowhere received with more enthusiasm than by your 
numerous friends in this city, embracing all the Democracy and many 
Republicans."64 An eager fan wrote, "The great State of Tennessee has done her 
self honor in restoring you to the senate & to public life."65 A Johnson partisan 
declared "Your return to Washington as one of the conscript Fathers of the 
Republic is a grand triumph."66 An ebullient correspondent stated, quite 
jubilantly, "You are greatly needed there .. .! have always considered you an 
honest incorruptable [sic] man ... All good men will glory in your election to the 
Senate throughout the entire nation."67 Another Johnson man in Missouri 
rejoiced, "With thousands of the best citizens of Missouri,"6S that "the Legislature 
of Tennessee ... sends you to the U.S. Senate."69 One man, perhaps confusing 
Johnson's election with the birth of Christ, congratulated "you, the State of Tenn, 
and the nation upon the auspicious event." 70 A man solemnly proclaimed 
Johnson "not only a Tennessee but a national Senator."71 One gentleman humbly 
hoped that Johnson would accept his "Hearty Congratulation at your success in 
being Elected United States Senator and in your triumph over Anarchy Misrule 
And Bourbon Democracy."72 
Johnson did not only receive congratulations and accolades from his 
legions of plebian admirers, but also from some rather important people of his 
day. Gideon Welles, one of Johnson's former cabinet officers wrote to his friend 
"I last evening received information that the legislature of Tennessee had don~ 
its duty by electing you to the Senate."73 Ellen Sherman, the wife of William 
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Tecumseh Sherman, begged to be allowed to "offer my sincere congratulations 
on your victory."74 She further went on to say that "We rejoice to see you 
returned to the Senate."75 Even a flamboyant young officer in the United States 
Army took a few moments to write to the ex-president, proclaiming, "With all 
lovers of constitutional government allow me to congratulate you upon your 
election to the Senate of the United States."76 A little over a year later, George 
Armstrong Custer would be killed in the disastrous Battle of Little Bighorn. 
The Secretary and the Taylor: Andy's Correspondence with Gideon 
Welles: 
Unlike the correspondents who helped to fuel Johnson's ambitions, but 
were nevertheless faceless, former 1Secretary of the Navy Gideon Welles was an 
old friend who had helped him ef~, during the dark days of his impeachment 
trial. The Welles-Johnson correspondence was another important factor fueling 
the motivations of Andrew Johnson. 
In the letters from Welles, the tone does not sound so much like one 
friend commiserating with another; the tone seems more like a lawyer who is 
presenting a string of facts not heretofore realized which can only strengthen the 
position of his client. What Welles tried to do is bipartite, he offered Johnson 
these facts he could use during his political campaigning, as a set of talking 
points and also attempted to enflame Johnson's emotions to motivate Johnson to 
continue his battle to stay in the political limelight. Of course the question can be 
raised, why Gideon Welles would necessarily want to see Johnson continue in 
the political limelight. The answer is at once crushingly simple and 
devastatingly complex. Welles was a conservative Republican from Connecticut 
who had been one of Andrew Johnson's few cabinet allies during the years of his 
administration. Welles knew that there was still much Johnson could do for his 
state and Welles also wanted to see the states redeemed and for life to continue. 
Here Welles schemed to fill two objectives: motivate Johnson, and thereby use 
Johnson to help redeem Tennessee and possibly the entire South. Johnson, 
however, did not see the dual motivations, only the fact that Welles was 
supplying him with good information, listening to his complaints, and helping 
h_im to formulate arguments which Johnson would later use in his stump 
speeches. 
Welles wrote, at one point, concerning the "nefarious plans" of the 
Radical Republicans during Johnson's administration, "That there was an 
intention-a combination or conspiracy on the part of certain persons to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to change the character of the government, and, by 
breaking down the state governments, destroying their individuality, annulling 
their original, inherent, and reserved rights."77 This rhetoric is designed to 
enflame Johnson's righteous anger and cause him to continue his crusade for 
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office. Welles further attempted to play on Johnson's emotions, "Both you and 
myself have expressed the conviction, that Stanton and Holt did not desire peace 
and reconciliation,"78 thereby uniting the two of them against the legion of 
naysayers. Welles even went so far as to say "The scheme brought forward and 
adopted by Congress at a later period, of clustering two or more states together 
for their military government/ ... /had its origin in the project first presented by 
Mr. Stanton to President Lincoln and his cabinet on the 14'h of April 1865, and 
was disallowed and otherwise ordered by President Lincoln himsel£."79 Here 
Welles used the ghost of Lincoln to justify the actions of Johnson to great effect. 
Welles also ratcheted up his rhetoric against Edwin M. Stanton, to 
emphasize the goodness of Johnson when compared to Stanton, the loathsome 
radical. "Instead of controlling and dictating to Virginia-treating her as a 
dependent territory or province-ordering an election &c as Mr. Stanton 
proposed, you recognized her, as she was, as a state, possessed of her reserved 
rights and a constitutional government, with a governor already elected and 
acting in concert with us." Welles compounded the utterance by lauding 
Johnson, "The truth is you did not express any opinion but listened to others, 
and very properly and wisely reserved your decision until you were ready to 
announce it officially," even going so far as to call this decision to withhold his 
opinion, "prudent, wise, statesmanlike, that on so important a question you 
should take time for consideration." He further advanced Johnson at the 
expense of Stanton and the Radicals by saying, "They it was, who deserted the 
Lincoln principle adopted in 1863-you adhered to it-yet during your whole 
administration they represented you as a traitor and themselves as faithful," and 
"The perversion of facts and injustice done to you, particularly in Mr. Stanton's 
testimony ought not to go into history uncorrected."BO 
Welles espoused a theme that would become very evident in Johnson's 
post-presidential stump speeches: the comparison of his political foes to the 
Confederates. Here Welles wrote, "The Radical leaders had no more love for the 
federal Union that had the secessionists. Hate, revenge and sectional animosity 
were the materials used by them to irritate and incite the people, and stimulate 
them to oppress and persecute the whole of the southern whites, 
indiscriminately."81 The unspoken implication was that the levelheaded Johnson 
and Welles wanted to restore the peace, not persecute the entire South. Welles 
wrote, in what may be one of his most self-serving lines, "We who saw these 
unrighteous acts and opposed them were traitors, misrepresented and 
consequently by many misunderstood. In our efforts to preserve the great 
foundation principles of the constitution-to oppose centralization-... we were 
accused of rebel sympathies and of alliance with copper-heads."82 Welles 
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obviously wanted Johnson to know who the real traitors were and that he should 
do something about them. 
In a reply to Welles, concerning the disastrous loss of his Senate race in 
1869, Johnson noted, "There has never been a greater outrage perpetuated on 
popular Sentiment Since the formation of Government. Edmund Cooper's 
treachery on the night before the election who was elected pledged to my 
Support and the other votes he Carried with him for his brother conspired with 
the "Radicals,' extreme 'Rebels' and the old Whigs and defeated me by four 
votes."83 Furthermore, in an effort to salve the wound, Johnson proclaimed, 
"They have the office and the infamy in getting it,-while I have the honor the 
Confidence and the respect of the people in losing it. The honor is mine the shame 
and disgrace theirs."84 These themes, of denial and chicanery, would also 
become common in the speeches of Johnson: that a cabal denied him the place 
that the people, had they the ability to elect senators directly, would have 
accorded to him. Welles became not only a receptacle for Johnson's complaints 
and a sounding-board for his ideas, but also one of the prime motivators 
encouraging Johnson to keep running for office. 
Andy's Love for Constitution and Country: 
A motive which historians long have, for some reason, avoided, is 
Johnson's own love of Constitution and country. Often called "The Great 
Commoner," Andrew Johnson was never one to deny or play down his love and 
awe of the Constitution of the United States of America. Therefore, it stands to 
reason that since Johnson truly believed that politicians, particularly the 
Radicals, were destroying the Constitution and tearing it apart; his desire to 
preserve the Constitution, correct the problems which have come to be 
associated with government, and, in essence, fix the country, would serve as 
strong motivations to continue in public life. 
In his Farewell Address, Johnson discussed his attachment to the 
Constitution, "Much as I venerate the Constitution, it must be admitted that this 
condition of affairs has developed a defect which, under the aggressive 
tendencies of the Legislative department of the Government, may readily work 
its ~verthrow."85 He also declared that he has "a great and unfaltering 
confidence in THE PEOPLE,"86 a statement echoed by a newspaper writer who 
declared Johnson to have "an abiding faith in the people, and a faith that has 
never been shaken."87 Johnson did not just love the Constitution, he also loved 
the country, "There has never been such a glorious country on the face of the 
earth, and if we can only get along and patiently bear with each other, all will 
come right finally."88 Johnson refused to stop there; he hammered home his love, 
"We defended the constitution at all hazards, even when driven from the State 
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for our devotion to the Constitution.''89 He narrated how he has "endeavored to 
protect the Constitution and the result is before you."90 Even though, Johnson 
expostulated, "The constitution is regarded as a useless instrument,"91 and "it 
has been said by some ... that the constitution is dead,"92 Johnson maintained that 
"Once we had a constitution and now we ought to return to it."93 Johnson 
argued that the people should "let the constitution be our beacon in these 
troublous, dangerous, and dubious times,"94 because it is a "master piece of 
mechanism"95 even if it was "spoiled by some fungi that have been attached to 
it."96 Johnson proclaimed himself in favor of the following solution, "Take the 
Constitution and hang it under the cross, let it be Iitten by the fires of the cross, 
and inscribe on it, 'Peace-the Constitution and the Union, one and 
Inseparable."'97 
But Andrew Johnson was not content simply to enumerate his love of 
constitution and country: he often felt the need to describe many of the problems 
facing the country, so that people knew why he decided to run for office: in part 
to fix these problems. Johnson assailed what perceived to be the inherent 
hypocrisy of the government, "We seem to have taken out a roving commission 
in search of the oppressed, and when we find them, our bowels yearn for them. 
But here our brethren, our own kindred, bone of our bone, are found with the 
same United States standing with mailed heel upon them."98 
Johnson assailed, just as fiercely, what he viewed as one of the countries 
greatest problems: the debt. He said, quite bluntly, that "the time has come, 
however, when the Government and National Banks should be required to take 
the most efficient steps and make all necessary arrangements for a resumption of 
specie payments."99 He lamented that "without proper care the small balance 
which it is estimated will remain in the Treasury at the close of the present year, 
will not be realized, and additional millions added to a debt which is now 
enumerated by billions."100 Johnson raged that "we are threatened with an 
aristocracy of bondholders,"101 and questioned, "why is the man who chisels the 
rock; why is the farmer who brings his produce to sustain your army and your 
navy; why are even officers of the Government compelled to receive this 
depreciated paper currency, while gold and silver is paid out to the opulent 
bondholder?" 102 He excoriated the government, because, in his reading of 
history, "no nation has ever yet paid any large public debt without 
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repudiation."103 He complained that "the funding of this debt means nothing 
more nor less than making the debt a permanent one,"I04 and remarked, 
scathingly, "it seems to me that high taxes, and extravagance in your 
government, State and Federal, has an immediate bearing upon the industries of 
your country."105 
Johnson also savaged President Grant and the Republican Party over 
the issue of Caesarism, or the quest, by President Grant, for a third term in office. 
"I am" said Johnson grandly, "for the one term principle."I06 Johnson's central 
argument was "if you permit a third term President, it is the last time you elect a 
President: a monarchy would result."107 In one interview, Johnson maintained 
"the tendency of affairs is certainly toward a third term, if not a monarchy, the 
consummation of the latter being the cherished idea of a respectable number of 
the ultra radicals and rebels."108 He presented a scene of apocalyptical horror, 
"With a figurehead for a President and a subsidized Congress, how easy it 
would be to enact a law declaring that the peace and perpetuity of the 
government were in danger, and pass a law continuing the President in his seat 
for an indefinite term, or during the pleasure of Congress."109 Johnson also 
remarked, sardonically, "I can very easily see how Grant might, by a suspension 
of the writ of habeas corpus have so awed the people of the South that he might 
have overturned one State government after another until not only the election of 
1876 would be assured to the republican party, but the thing might easily end in 
an empire."110 
Johnson, never one to forgive and forget, saved a large part of his 
venom for Congress. He bellowed, with the force of Elijah, "who would have 
thought that the scene would ever come up of one branch of Government, 
attempting to absorb the other two." 111 Johnson painted Congress as a "mad 
degenerate arbitrary body of legislators [who] commits indiscretions under 
pretense of law, liberty is at an end and the Constitution is wiped out of 
existence."112 Johnson also declared that "this Congress, that has been riding over 
the Constitution, and ask what it has done ... they have done worse than nothing. 
They have done too much."113 Johnson condemned Congress for being in favor 
"of a continuance of this debt, in favor of the bondholder," called them "corrupt 
and tyrannical" and excoriated them for being ·"afraid of the people."114 He 
warned his audience that "when Congress assumes this attitude, let me tell you 
here ... the object is to absorb all the power of the government in the Congress of 
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the nation. The judicial and executive branches set aside, Congress becomes the 
government, and it becomes a more absolute power than that of the Czar of 
Russia." 115 
Johnson, never one to shorten a long winded harangue, continued, 
exposing "Congressional tyranny and corruption" which "will overthrow us all 
in one prodigious ruin. Upon our shoulders, and those of our children," 
declared Johnson, "these usurpers, federal and State, are piling a load of debt 
that will crush out the last vestiges of our liberties, and leave us worn and 
miserable slaves."116 Johnson averred that the country has "an omnipotent 
Congress, without restraint, without constitutional restriction of any kind."l17 
This is a Congress, Johnson maintained, in which the members "have consulted 
merely their own discretion." 118 And "When you talk about the discretion of 
Congress,"119 quipped Johnson, "you talk about the discretion of madmen."12o In 
the florid language of his day, Johnson described this Imperial Congress which 
"has come so close down to the everyday life and workings of the people that it 
steps into the poor man's kitchen to see how many dumplings he has for dinner. 
The hirelings of Congress are in every town, in every back alley, in every church, 
behind every man's counter. It is a hydra-headed tyrant, with more prying eyes 
than Argus, and with such inquisitorial powers as were never exercised in 
Venice."121 
In a few final thoughts, Johnson sketched out other governmental 
problems. He lambasted the Senate which has been "dwarfed into mean 
insgnicance [sic] through the trickery and connivance of dishonest men."122 He 
warned that "corruption, that terrible usurper of the people's rights reigns 
supreme,"123 and that "Corruption permeates every department of the 
government."124 He expressed contempt for the "many rings of monopolies" 125 
especially the "land grabbers, who, by Congressional enactment, have been 
awarded millions of acres of the public domain, which should have been the 
heritage of future generations."126 He viewed, with an abundance of cynicism 
"the vast appropriations ... the immense expenditures of money ... the corruptions; 
deep and wide .... and the high-handed robberies which have been practiced 
upon the people."127 "Look at the great robberies that are going on,"12B Johnson 
screamed, "State and Federal. Look at the public money that has been taken. Is 
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it not time that these things should be corrected."129 Finally, Johnson made one 
very significant point: "As between Jefferson Davis and Charles Sumner, I 
consider Sumner the greater enemy to the constitution. The former, though for 
secession, was still for a constitutional government, while the latter is for 
overthrowing the constitution and establishing a despotism."BO 
The Triumphal Entry into Jerusalem: Andy's Senate Speech: 
Now that Johnson's petition of grievances against the government has 
been read, it would be fitting to take the measure of him and see what Johnson 
did when he was returned to the U.S. Senate. On Monday, March 22, 1875, 
during a special session of Congress, called for by President Grant, Andrew 
Johnson made his last speech before the U.S. Senate. He began with a humble 
introduction, "I understand that the Senate has been convened in extra session 
for the purpose mainly of acting upon executive business, not embracing 
questions of legislation, but simply to act upon business pertaining to the 
executive department,"131 Johnson went on to pillory the Grant Administration 
for their recent acts in Louisiana. He ripped into Grant because "It seems to me 
we are traveling still further out of the record when the Executive goes forward 
and presume to act in advance of the Legislature for the Legislature to reverse 
positions with the Executive and take up his acts and approve them." 132 He 
condemned those men, particularly Grant and the Radicals, who "act behind the 
curtain and who are aspiring to retain power, and if it cannot be had by popular 
consent and the approval of their public acts, would inaugurate a system of 
terrorism, and in the midst of the excitement, in the midst of the war-cry, 
triumphantly ride into the Presidency for a third presidential term; and when 
that is done, farewell to the liberties of the country."I33 He disparaged General 
Sheridan for the following reason: "Here a General of the Army is sent back to a 
people, who had repudiated him, with authority to go and look over the country 
and to mark him out an empire, prescribing the limits of his government, what 
he should take under his control; and there it is at his discretion."I34 He mocked 
the government by asking "What does that mean, Mr. President? If one 
government is recognized in a presidential proclamation as being the genuine, 
true government, the lawful authority of the state, can it afterward be 
overthrown by a simple recommendation of the President of the United States?" 
Johnson, in a fit of vitriol, berated the Grant administration: "with your force bill, 
with the authority to take away the State government of Arkansas, with the 
government of Louisiana usurped, with a military empire laid off, it seems as if a 
pretty good part of the Union had been usurped and put under the control of a 
dictator." And, to conclude, Johnson, who envisioned a catastrophic scenario 
said, "save the Constitution, bring the Government back to it, or the time will 
129 Ibid. 
1010 Andrew Johnson, Speech at Clarksville, 1 June, 1869, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 14-26. 
131 Andrew Johnson, Speech in the U.S. Senate, 22 March, 1875, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 713-746. 
132 Andrew Johnson, Speech in the U.S. Senate, 22 March, 1875, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 713-746. 
133 1bid. 
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come-God forbid it, but I fear it will come-when the goddess of Liberty will be 
driven from this land staggering over fields of blood and carnage t "t h oWl ness t e 
loss of a representative government."135 Given the opportunity, Johnson did try 
to set the government back on what he felt to be a right course; but his idea of a 
right course was not necessarily synonymous with that of the rest of the countr . 
Andy Belongs to the Ages: A Historic Summation: y 
On July 31, 1875, President Ulysses S. Grant issued a proclamation 
stating, "It becomes the painful duty of the president to announce to the people 
of the United States, the death of Andrew Johnson, the last survivor of his 
honored predecessors."136 Furthermore, wrote Grant, "the varied nature and 
length of his public services, will cause him to be long remembered."I37 In his 
obituary, the writer recorded how Johnson's body was "carried to his late 
residence. Here it was given final preparation, and deposited in a massive, 
splendidly mounted casket."138 When Andrew Johnson died, the news was 
"immediately transmitted to all the leading cities of the State and nation, and 
thence to every village of the land. Everywhere the announcement was received 
with the most profound sorrow and the whole people sorrowed for the great 
patriot."139 In life, as in death, Johnson was venerated by people all over the 
land, which is what he would have wanted: the veneration of the common 
people. Johnson's motives were far more complicated than vindication. He was 
motivated by his constituents, by his correspondence with Gideon Welles, by his 
love of the Constitution, and by the problems he saw which he considered 
destructive to the country. Though Johnson died so shortly after achieving what 
he most wanted, a re-admittance to national office, perhaps looking upon his 
funeral, his spirit was glad. He was buried not only with his copy of the 
Constitution, but with a "bouquet of lilies and roses, held together by a white 
satin ribbon, bearing the mottoes, 'The People's Friend' 'He Sleepeth."'I40 
135 Ibid. 
136 Ulysses S. Grant, Order of Ulysses S. Grant, 31 July 1875, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 763. 
137 lbid. 
138 Sam W. Smalt Andrew Johnson Obituary, 6 August, 1875, in Bergeron, ed., 16: 769-779. 
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RIGHTEOUSNESS, RESERVATION, REMEMBRANCE: FREEDOM-LOVING 
WHITES. FREEDOM-SEEKING BLACKS, AND THE SOCIETIES THEY FORMED IN 
ADAMS COUNTY 
BRANDON Roos 
On the border between slave society and free society a collection of 
ideologies mixed. The residents of Adams County, even before its inception on 
January 22, 1800, lived in a state of division that swirled and crashed against the 
omnipresent slavery conundrum. 1 The "New World Renaissance" swept 
through Adams County in the 1830s bringing schools, public works, businesses, 
and most culturally significant, new ideas. These ideas would prove to be the 
fount from which flowed the waters of reform. As the first settlers had made 
good use of the physical creeks and streams that dotted their pastoral landscape, 
so too would they put to good use the waters of reform welling up all around 
them. From temperance to anti-masonry, these reform movements would lend a 
helping hand in the creation of the most socially progressive institution the 
county could harbor: an abolition society.2 However, the Adams County Anti-
Slavery Society would be stunted along the way, allowing external pressures to 
beat back its radicalism. Because of this, the Adams County Anti-Slavery Society 
never fully realized its potential as a reform movement and degenerated into a 
Saturday Club, where radical statements might be made but never acted upon. It 
was here that a split occurred. There were two common paths that the 
membership took as they came to realize the fate of their anti-slavery 
organization. The first of these paths was acceptance. Many of the members had 
been in reform societies of some type before the Anti-Slavery Society. A large 
group of these individuals decided that a moderated reformism was better than 
no reformism and they perpetuated a version of the original society, keeping it 
well stocked and gentlemanly. The other path, taken by those touched with a 
deep fervor for reform culminates in the use of extra-legal means. The 
Underground Railroad. This path also bred a strong tradition of communal 
memory spun from its participant's perceived failure at abolition. This paper will 
discuss the machinations, myths, and memory of not only the Anti-Slavery 
Society, but also of the Underground Railroad, Yellow Hill community, and the 
people who made these organizations work. 
Although slavery had been officially abolished in Pennsylvania since 
March 1, 1780, it was still heavily assisted by the slaveholding counties of 
1 J. Howard Wert, Episodes of Gettysburg and the U1tdergrou. nd Railroad. ed. G. Craig Caba. (Gettysburg: G. Craig Caba Antiques, 1998), 
7. 
' Ibid., 13. 
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Maryland.3 In these early years, before a sustainable population was achieved, 
slaves were imported from these willing neighbors to the south. Most of these 
imported chattel slaves were purchased by Scots-Irish yeoman farmers who 
scratched out a living in Franklin and Hamiltonban townships, whose 
population accounted for 106 of the County's 111 slaves. In accordance with the 
passing of the slave embargo, abolition was given legitimacy throughout the 
state. In what would become Adams County, one of the first examples of 
abolition agitation comes from the pages of The Pennsylvania Herald and York 
General Advertiser. On Wednesday, January 28, 1789, a large discourse appeared 
in the paper. The author, known only through the pseudonym of Humanus, 
posed to the readership the question, "Must not every humane person sensibly 
regret that such multitudes of our fellow creatures are annually sacrificed to 
avarice and ambition?"4 By 1810, the number of serving slaves had drastically 
decreased in Adams County which then supported a total population of about 
seventy one slaves. The last slave from Adams County to die was Old Tacey of 
Petersburg, who passed on in December 1858. Old Tacey had survived her 
master, Lenoard Hatter. Upon the death of her owner she became the property 
of Thomas Stephans with whom she lived until her death at the age of one-
hundred.5 As the sun set on slavery in Adams County, concerned citizens 
responded to the query plainly asked by Humanus, could one stand idly by? 
Dr. Jacob Wert was a prominent member of what would later become 
Adams County. During the Revolution, Jacob served his fledgling cause by 
becoming a surgeon. While performing his duties in the field, Jacob encountered 
an influential and controversial character of the period.6 This man was Benjamin 
Rush, perhaps the best example of antebellum reform and a large benefactor of 
the Pennsylvania Anti-Slavery Society.7 It was with Rush's friendship that Wert 
was slowly converted to the causes of social reform, in particular abolition. 
Although Rush's fierce millennialism had not clung to Jacob, he still became a 
resistenz style abolitionist. From this liberal seed, Jacob passed the ideology to 
his son Jacob Wert, Jr., a High Constable of Adams County. Although not an 
outright abolitionist, Jacob, Jr., worked tirelessly to promote the cause in the 
infantile county. In turn, upon the birth of his son Adam Wert, Jacob, Jr., secured 
the family legacy for the next generation.8 As Adam grew into adulthood he 
made the acquaintance of another influential reformist, Thaddeus Stevens. The 
two met while sitting on the town counsel and quickly became close colleagues. 
In Stevens, Adam found his beaucideal of an abolitionist. Armed with a new 
3 Larry C. Bolin, "Slaveholders and Slaves of Adams County."Adams County History. Vo19, 2003. pp.7-8; Edward Raymond Turner, 
The Negro ln Pennsylvania: Slavery-Servitude-Freedom, 1639-1861 . (Washington D.C.: The American Histo rical Associatio n, 1911) 7-9. 
4 The Pennsylva"ia Herald and York General Advertiser, 1789-1793. ed. Diana L Bo wman. (Apollo, Pennsylvania: Colosson Press, 1996) 
5. 
5 The Gettysburg Compiler. December 27, 1858. 
6 J. Ho ward Wert, Episodes, 8. 
7Robert H. Abzug, Cosmos Crumbling: American Reform and the Religious Imagination. {New York: Oxford University Press, 1994) p. 12; 
RichardS. Newman, The Transformation of American Abolitionism: Fighting Slavery in the Early Republic. (Chapel Hill, North Carolina: 
University of North Carolina Press, 2002), Chap. 1 passim. 
11] . Howard Wert, Episodes. p. 8 
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zeal, Adam went about the task of educating his first born son, John Howard, on 
the moral imperatives enshrined in righteous society. The most important of 
these lessons was given on the "unfair" nature of human bondage.9 The actions 
of Adam Wert and his son J. Howard in forming the Adams County Anti-Slavery 
Society would have been for not without the help of friends, Thaddeus Stevens 
and The Quakers of northern Adams County. 
Thaddeus Stevens was born in Vermont on April 4, 1792.10 His early 
years were an exercise in hardship and pain. However, in spite of his clubbed 
left foot and broken home Stevens prevailed as a gifted, albeit stubborn, student. 
After graduating from Dartmouth, Stevens was lured to York, Pennsylvania, 
with the promise of a teaching position at one of the local academies. It was here 
at the York County Academy that Stevens was drawn into law by some of the 
school's trustees. With the separation and induction of Adams County in 1800 
Stevens moved to the County seat of Gettysburg where he opened his first law 
office.11 In 1821, Stevens took on his first publicized slavery case Butler et al. v. 
Delaplaine.12 This case is significant in the fact that it is the first and last case in 
which Stevens defends a slave owner. As a result of his victory in this case, he 
comes to realize that the lives of a family of slaves were forever changed. He 
also realized that the change was not for the better.l3 From this point on, 
Thaddeus Stevens, never one to neither compromise nor back down from a fight, 
joined the ranks of the abolitionists, and by the end of his time in Adams County 
he would have a key role in the formation of the anti-slavery society. 
The Religious Society of Friends, or Quakers, had, since their inception 
in the seventeenth century, been both . religious and secular reformists. They 
were among the first organizations to denounce the act of retaining slaves. The 
earliest written document of abolition within the Friends was produced out of 
Francis Daniel Pastorius' Friends' Monthly Meeting in Germantown. The 
Germantown Protest of 1688, coupled with An Exhortation and Caution to Friends 
concerning buying or keeping of Negroes, written by the Keithian Quakers in 1693, 
served to outline the position of the early Quaker community -- the 
transportation and importation of slaves was not to be tolerated.14 Still, it took 
another generation and the publication of Some Considerations on the Keeping of 
Negroes by John Woolman to further the cause of abolition.ts 
With their centers in Philadelphia and Germantown, the Quakers 
expanded west as the land was settled. Thus, predisposed to anti-slavery 
sentiments, Quakers established a settlement in the shadow of Pine Hill, north of 
'Ibid. p. 9 
10Bradley Hoch, Thaddeus Stevens in Gettysburg: The Making of an Abolitionist. (Gettysburg, Pennsylvania: The Adams County 
Historical Society, 2005) p. 9 
"Ibid. pp.l().15 
12 Philip B. Kirkland, Ralph Lerner, T11e Founders' Constitution. Article 4, Section 2, Clause 3, Document 13. 7 Serg. & Rawle 3781821. 
(Accessed on 3/26/07) <http://press-pubs.uchicago.edu/founders/documents/a4_2_3s13.html>. 
14lra V. Brown, TI1c Negro in Pennsylvania History. Pennsylvania History Studies no. ) ]. (University Park, Pennsylvania: The 
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Conowago. Creek, in what would become known as Quaker Valley.16 This 
settlement m Menallen and Butler townships came into being in the 1740s with 
the building of a meeting house. Out of this community came three important 
families, the Grists, Wrights and Wiermans. These two families both became 
very active in abolition and represent the Friends in the Adams County Anti-
Slavery Society. 
The forces of these individuals coalesced on that most patriotic of days, 
July 4, 1836. Within the context of the pomp and jubilation of the Nation's 
sixtieth anniversary, an honor guard of the Gettysburg Guards and a procession 
of citizens flowed from the town to Kine's Grove. Here a celebration was 
prepared. Major George Smyser, the planning committee president, Mr. William 
Bell, vice president, and Dr. David Gilbert, secretary, presided over the recitation 
of the Declaration of Independence. After the accompanying meal, toasts were 
given, and received by gunfire, drinking, and hails of cheers_17 After many hours 
of revelry, this merry band broke up and headed for home. 
Not too far away, at McAllister's Mill near Wolf Hill, a private meeting 
was being held that would give rise to the Adams County Anti-Slavery Society.1s 
At this meeting, members passed a series of resolutions and elected James 
McAllister chairman, as well as electing William Young and Adam Wert to the 
position of secretary. This meeting, although sentimental and galvanizing, was 
quite small as many of the townspeople were distracted by the other festivities. 
Fortunately, or otherwise, the society would attract more attention in the coming 
months. 
Throughout the county in 1834, the abolitionist spirit was taking root. 
Communities such as Gettysburg, Bendersville, and Petersburg were moving 
inexorably to the foundation of societies. One of the first organized abolition 
meetings in the County occurred at the Gettysburg Presbyterian Church on July 
22, 1835. This meeting, lead by two members of the Young Men's Colonization 
Society of Pennsylvania, was attended by numerous local dignitaries such as Dr. 
Samuel Simon Schmucker and John F. MacFarlane.19 Many of these individuals 
congregated to Two Taverns, a small hamlet southeast of Gettysburg, for an open 
meeting of concerned citizens. 
The Two Taverns meeting was the first public convergence of the 
Adams County Anti-Slavery Society. It was on September 17, 1836, that 
concerned citizens assembled for the meeting, both reformists and pro-southern 
supporters were in attendance. Thanks to resolutions passed at an assembly the 
previous year in the County Courthouse, the members of the Society were not 
worried at the sight of pro-southern attendees. Once called to order Adam Wert, 
16 Debra Sandoe Mc£'auslin, Reconstructing the Past: Puzzle of a Lost Community. (Gettysburg, Pennsylvania: For the Cause 
Productions, 2005) p. ix, 1, 56.; G. Craig Caba, "Northern Adams County." in Episodes. p. 92 
17 }. Howard Wert, Episodes. p. 17 
18 Chuck Teague, "Underground Railroad Coalition." Press Release. February 28, 2007. in 
<http://www.atrolumens.org/acurc/pr070228.html> (accessed on 3/30/07). 
19 
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William Young, Peter P. Bercaw, Samuel Durboraw, and James McAllister, those 
who had met on the Fourth of July, took control of the meeting and were able to 
write the first section of the Society's constitution. This document, typical of the 
time period pays its requisite homage to the two greatest documents of freedom, 
The Bible and The Declaration of Independence. One of the most important 
resolutions to come from this meeting also serves as the Society's first overt act of 
abolition. This resolution called for the forming of a correspondence committee 
that would spread the name of the organization among the state and federal 
representatives.20 Those pro-southern supporters did adhere to the resolutions of 
1835 at this meeting. One theory, presented by J. Howard Wert, was that these 
men were too respectful of social grace to breach decorum. In short, they did not 
want to offend influential members of county society. This social respect would 
not last through the fall of 1836, and by the next public meeting, given at the 
Courthouse, these pro-slavery agitators were more than willing to check what 
they felt was a radical stain upon their otherwise conservative county. 
Adams County was a bastion for yeoman farmers and thus had few 
~ndustries to stabilize its economy. In those days, Gettysburg founded a cottage 
mdustry for the production of carriages. One local resident recalled this 
manufacture when he reminisced, "Long strings of new carriages, covered with 
muslin would wind their way out of town, down into Maryland and Virginia 
and further south to supply the well-to-do southerners with pleasure vehicles, 
the business affording work for numerous kinds of woodworkers, blacksmiths, 
trimmers, and painters . . . whilst merchants sold the materi~ls; and supplies."21 
The County had another interest in the southern markets, tourism. The spring at 
Petersburg had attracted attention since their discovery. Southerners would 
vacation at these rejuvenating waters and thus rejuvenate the local economy. 22 
Thus it becomes easy to see that much of the County's economy rested on 
continued relations with southern markets. 
In the spring of 1836, the Southern state governments of Virginia, 
Kentucky, and Mississippi attempted to run roughshod over the Pennsylvania 
Assembly. These governments had passed a gag rule on the discussion and 
pub.lication of "incendiary documents of abolition. 23 They w ent further by 
statmg that the other states in the Union must agree to this gag. Thaddeus 
Stevens, by that point, had been elected to the State Legislature and sat on the 
Committee on the Judiciary System. They received the article in March and by 
May 30 they had arrived at their decision. Summarily, their decision rejected the 
pretensions of the southern governments and simply stated that no state can 
dominate another and that the First Amendment cannot be disregarded. The 
pro-slavery, pro-southern factions of the County were well aware of these issues, 
:!0 "Correspondence." The Republican Compiler. (October 4, 1836) reprinted in "Correspondence." The Republican Star and Banner. 
(October I 0, I 836) 
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23 
'The Slavery Question. Report." 1l1e Star and Repu!Jiican Banner. Oune 6, 1836) 
- 94-
and by December 1936, they could no longer allow the reformists to stand 
unopposed. 
As the abolitionist fervor increased in the County during the fall of 
1836, another meeting was scheduled. This meeting, to be held on December 3 at 
the Adams County Courthouse, was meant to coalesce even more support and to 
draft the finalized constitution. Those who opposed the formation of an Anti-
Slavery Society in Adams County paraded through the Diamond to the 
Courthouse for the open meeting. The meeting, like the two previous, was lead 
by those members who had met on July 4. At this particular encounter 
McAllister, Clarkson, Young, Middleton, and Houghtelin worked as 
representatives. The membership present at the meeting proceeded to call for a 
vote which was tabled by members of the pro-slavery camp. The decorum 
established in 1835 was broken. It was at this point that the Society failed. The 
pro-slavery junto swept the building silencing the abolitionists and, in a 
whirlwind, passed an amendment that nullified the Society yet, still requested 
that a petition be made and sent to Washington for the emancipation of slaves 
residing in the District and the territories yet unincorporated. In their victory the 
crowd grew rambunctious and attacked the Abolitionists who, too shocked to 
move, had not vacated their seats after they were overthrown. These men 
quickly stood to leave and were set upon on all sides by embittered enemies. As 
they approached the door, cries, slurs, and anger-laced speech were flung 
forward from the mob as were foul eggs and decomposing sections of a poor cat 
carcass that had been found in the street. 24 The Abolitionists removed 
themselves to a local schoolroom, 25 where they finished drafting their 
constitution.26 With this action, the Society retained a measure of autonomy, 
however, it would, from now on, be relegated to the background. After the 
Jonathan Blanchard incident, this statement would only become truer. 
It was customary for the time to have itinerant preachers, paid by the 
American Anti-Slavery Society, take to the road and lecture about abolition. 
Jonathan Blanchard was one of these ministers. While in Harrisburg, Blanchard 
approached Thaddeus Stevens to seek an audience in Gettysburg. What 
happened during that audience would remain with Blanchard for ages; however, 
more importantly, it would spell disaster for radical abolition in Gettysburg. 
Blanchard arrived in Gettysburg for a series of debates on March 13, 15, and 17. 27 
At the first meeting Blanchard was surrounded by supporters and local 
abolitionists. The debate began with him, and James Cooper, a local lawyer and 
member of the society for the Integrity of the Union, rebutted. 28 As Blanchard 
concluded his rebuttal, Daniel Smyser tendered anti-abolitionist resolutions 
which met with the cheers of the crowd and jeers of Blanchard. On Wednesday 
" }. Howard Wert, Episodes. pp. 30-31 
"William M. Reynolds, "Letter from Prof. Reynolds." The Liberator. (Boston) December 24, 1836. 
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the 15th, Blanchard had delivered his most memorable speech, "Will the 
Agitation of the Abolition Question Cause a Dissolution of the Union?" 29 Now, 
it was Smyser's turn to rebut the minister. In this endeavor, he received aid from 
a collection of Southern students who pelted Blanchard with ill remarks and 
pungent eggs, "He was savagely assailed by the County Judge [Judge McClean], 
who demanded a public vote of condemnation, and as he left the hall he was 
showered with rotten eggs."30 This did not slacken Blanchard's spirit. On 
Friday, he returned to the Courthouse ready for a fight. There that night was 
Stevens. To calm both sides of the debate, Stevens introduced resolutions similar 
to the ones he had penned in the summer of 1835. The resolutions carried, but 
not without opposition. This debate proved different than the previous two. 
While Blanchard was not liked, the presence of Stevens and his resolutions kept 
many a rotten egg at bay. While writing his reaction to Gettysburg, Blanchard 
makes one interesting conclusion; very few clergy in Adams County were for 
abolition. The Adams Sentinal summarized the effects of Blanchard'~\ failed 
debates through a caveat-he could have been easily lynched. 31 With -that in 
mind it is no wonder that much of Adams County became unsafe for abolition. 
With Blanchard and his ilk either gone from the county or not in open 
agitation the moderate members of the now defunct Adams County Anti-Slavery 
Society joined in with McClean, MacFarlane, and Cooper to form a society 
structured around the principles of the "Integrity of the Union" convention of 
1837. Summarily, this convention supported the tenants of gradual 
emancipation and pushed for the abolition of slavery in Washington D.C. 
Although still a form of abolition, and one supported by many in the county, this 
society served as a safe middle ground for those who might morally object to the 
idea of owning slaves but, who cannot bring themselves to radicalism and liberal 
philosophy. In essence, this society was what one would expect out of a 
borderland. With radical abolition effectively defeated those who still prescribed 
to those beliefs had to either move to the northern part of the country where the 
Petersburg Anti-Slavery Society was still active32 or they had to take their 
abolition underground. 
It is hard to pinpoint an exact time in which the Yellow Hill settlement 
was established. What is established is that the Quaker community around the 
Conowago Creek and the free black homesteads that dotted Pine Hill lived in 
conviviality and that many of the freed blacks worked for or with their Quaker 
neighbors. Edward Matthews, a free black, and his wife Annie, a mulatto, were 
some of the first African-Americans to own property in Adams County, which 
they purchased in 1842. 33 It is here that the Yellow Hill community begins. 
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Mathews' property lied close to that of Cyrus Grist. In an oral history conducted 
with Grist's son, A. W. Grist reveals that he remembers his father rising early at 
the sound of tapping at his bedroom window, Grist met with and then hid the 
five or eight fugitive slaves in his grist mill. The next day, after receiving food 
and fresh clothing, these slaves were sent north.34 It is quite possible that these 
slaves then moved on to either Yellow Hill or further north and out of the 
county. 
One of the most publicized cases of abolition in Adams County 
occurred just north of Yellow Hill in the town of Bendersville. Here, Kitty Paine 
and her three children lived until 1845 when they were caught by slave catchers. 
Unable to bear the thought of Kitty Paine's fate, a coalition of Friends lead by 
Grist and William Wright petitioned the County courts and a trial was held and 
the slave catchers were found guilty of kidnapping, although the men had not 
been caught so no sentence could be passed. It was then that Charles Finnegan 
returned to Adams County. Grist and Wright were waiting with the County 
Sherif£.35 Finnegan was sentenced to five years in jail and the Quaker community 
felt relieved. 36 
The northern section of the county was not the only portion to claim 
participation in the Underground Railroad. With the publication of 
Pennsylvania Abolition Society Vigilance Committee secretary William Still's The 
Underground Rail Road in 1872 and Wilbur H. Siebert's The Underground Railroad 
From Slaven; to Freedom in 1898 the history of the secretive organization became 
public. Siebert illustrated the historiography and lexicon of the Underground 
Railroad, linking this with the benevolence of Whites and, all the while, 
achieving of racism comparable to the Dunning School. He defines the 
necessary qualifications for the Underground Railroad as an area which has, 
"family ties, church fellowship, an aggressive anti-slavery leadership-both 
journalistic and political, the leavening influence of institutions, and 
geographical boundary."37 Thus ascribed, many persons in the north came out 
with stories of harrowing escapes and brave righteous "conductors." During this 
time and even into the present day it became necessary to discuss the Railroad. J. 
Howard Wert leaves an example of the writings that came out of this genre of 
history. These recollections are published in the Harrisburg Telegraph on 
December 2 and 9, 1904. He opens by telling that the meaning of the Railroad, 
although unfamiliar to a modern audience, could have, in its prime, "defeated 
candidates for the Presidency." He continues by describing the typical 
geographic origin of the fugitive slaves most likely found on the Underground 
Railroad. Those from the Border States were less likely to flee because of their 
"better conditions." Thus the most likely group of fugitives comes from the 
Okefinokee and Dismal Swamp of Virginia as well as the wilderness of the 
~George M. Neely. Oral history with A. W. Grist. May 16, 1930. 
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Mississippi back country. Wert went on about the conductors themselves 
placing them in two categories, active and passive. The Quakers (best 
exemplified the passive model. The active members, although few, res~ued 
slaves by trekking south to free them from their masters. The active memb~r is 
described as, " ... a man of noble appearance, fine education and considerable 
wealth, who had devoted his life to this work. Repeatedly arrested and 
imprisoned (and) in constant danger of violence, he was an unbending, as 
conscientious in the lines he mapped out for himself, as were Luther, Loyola, 
Calvin, and the Wesleys."38 Wert goes on to tell a story of one such active 
abolitionist and his flight through Gettysburg. Gettysburg was not considered a 
"city of refuge" in the 1840s and much of the traffic was said to have moved 
further to the north. In 1849, "a local Abolitionist" and his coach were running 
from slave hunters when this Abolitionist shouted to a farm boy as to the 
direction of the nearest stop on the Railroad. The farm boy jumped into the 
carriage and guided the Abolitionist to "Jimmy's." Along the way the carriage 
driver, described as a "handsome mulatto," slowed and the slave hunters closed 
in. The farm boy yelled at the apparently inept mulatto and took the reigns 
leading the carriage safely to the McAllister Mill, and the mulatto to a cave 
where he hid for the night. As it turns out, the man riding in the carriage was 
Dr. Chaplin of Washington D.C., the editor of the National Era. Wert said that 
Chaplin used the McAllister site nearly twenty times, once even escorting the 
mulatto daughter of Senator Robert Toombs of Georgia. The farm boy described 
in the story turns out to be none other than J. Howard Wert.39 
This story, coupled with the work of Betty Seel, George Neely, and 
Cedric Tilberg form a sense of communal memory. In this memory, details and 
facts become somewhat relative. Wert adds dialectal speech to give his story the 
airs of truth while the students perpetuate the "white-roan's burden" feel of 
Siebert's text as they cite his work as their primary source.40 These papers also 
write that the Underground Railroad, by its nature obscures the true history 
from view. They make it an adventure for the enlightened and a moral 
Thermopylae where the few tried to save the many while enemies attacked them 
from all sides. This exercise also proved to assuage their implication in the 
Particular Institution. In all, these papers both concede to and help expose many 
of the issues of memory and the Railroad. In the end, because of the volume of 
places in Adams County that claim membership in this secret organization it 
might take years to fully understand the truth of the Railroad. 
The story began in the heady, patriotic fervor of the sixtieth 
anniversary; when abolition and reformism were new. The intrepid founders of 
38 lbid. p. 69 
"Ibid. pp. 70-77, 81-82 
40 Betty Seel, "Underground Railroads in Pennsylvania." Anti-Slavery Collection in the Adams County Historical Society. 
Gune 1938); George MacBeth Neely, "The Anti-Slavery Movement and the Underground Railroad in Adams County." 
Anti-Slavery Collection in the Adams County Historical Society. Oune 1930); Cedric Tilberg, "McAllister's Mill and the 
Anti-Salvery Movement in Adams County." Anti-Slavery Collection in the Adams County Historical Society. (September 
1930). 
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the Adams County Anti-Slavery Society would have never guessed that in less 
than a year their hopes of an egalitarian experiment would have ended in jeers, 
rotten eggs, and a dead cat. The vast array of characters would have been fit for 
the pages of Shakespeare. In the end, these men would each achieve a modicum 
of individual notoriety. J. Howard Wert, whose father was the impetus for the 
Anti-Slavery Society, for his own part, joined the 2Q9th Pennsylvania during the 
Civil War and would eventually join the realms of academe. Although a 
celebrated and successful man his later years were spent reminiscing of the 
perfect past and his family's righteous role in those events. With this in mind, 
we cannot judge these characters too harshly. In spite of their failure, the goal 
they strove so hard to secure and the cause they attempted to champion 
culminated in Lincoln's Emancipation Proclamation. 
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